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MONDAY, JUNE 7, 1954 


UnIreD STATES SENATE, 
CoMMITTEE ON ForeIGN RELATIONS, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER, 
Louisville ‘ Ky. 
The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a. m., in the 
Natural Science Building of the University of Louisville, Louisville, 
Ky., Senator Alexander Wiley (chairman of the subcommittee) 
presiding. 
Present: Senators Wiley and Gillette. 
Also present: Senator Cooper of Kentucky and Representative 
John M. Robsion, Jr., of Kentucky. 
The Cuarrman. The meeting will please come to order. 
If you will all rise, we will ask Dr. W. R. Clarke of the Presby- 
terian Church of Louisville, to deliver the invocation. 
(The invocation was delivered.) 
The Cuamman. We are privileged this morning to have a greeting 
by Dr. Davidson, president of the University of Louisville. Dr. 
Davidson. 


WELCOMING ADDRESS BY PRESIDENT OF UNIVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE 


Dr. Davinson. Senator Wiley and members Ss the committee, 
guests, on behalf of the University of Louisville, it is my very great 
pleasure to welcome you here. We believe this is an Wee ic and very 
important occasion in Louisville, and I will always cherish the right 
of the University to have a part in whatever goes on in this community 
that promotes the cause of peace and the welfare of our country. 

The hearings will adjourn, I understand, about 12:30. Some of 
you wish to stay during the entire day. 

There is a cafeteria over behind us here which will be serving meals. 
We would be delighted to have you come and have your luncheon 
there during that time. 

Again let me say how glad we are that you are here and how proud 
the university is to be associated with this undertaking. 

The Cuairman. Thank you, sir. | Applause. | 


OPENING REMARKS OF THE CHAIRMAN 


I want at this time to express appreciation to Mayor Andrew 
Broaddus, Mr. K. P. Vinsel of the chamber of commerce, and to Dr. 
Davidson for their assistance in helping the subcommittee with 
arrangements for today’s hearing. Everyone has been most helpful 
and cooperative. 
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As you know, this committee is here not to preach or even suggest. 
We are here at the grassroots to get your ideas. 

We meet today for the fourth in a series of hearings which the 
Subcommittee on the United Nations Charter is holding in various 
part of the country. 

This subcommittee of the Foreign Relations Committee is directed 
by the Senate to make a full study of our participation in the United 


Natio ind other international organizations. 

\s you know, if is likely that a conference of the United Nations will 
be « ull d son mie after 1955 to review the charter. The work of this 
ubcommittee is part of the preparation for the conference, and this 
hearing part ot the work of the subcommittee. 

I ive been asked On a number of occasions why the subcommittee 


ed to go out into the country to hold hearings on the major 


question of foreign policy. I think the following quotation from 
Ralph Waldo Emerson is as good an answer as I can give: 

March without the people and you march into night; their instincts are a 
finger pointing of providence always turned toward real benefit. 

hat the reason we are here today. We are not here to take a 
Gallup poll on who likes or does not like the United Nations. 

What we want are ideas and suggestions which will help us in our 
work. We want your views with respect to the United Nations and the 
charter. We want, 1n short. the cuidance of sincere Americans, SO 
that we can better sustain the interests of this country in world peace. 

There is nothing unusual in this hearing today except that it is tak- 
ng place in Louisville instead of in Washington. 

This is the first time a subcommittee of the Foreign Relations Com- 
mittee has ever met in the State of Kentucky. Now, there are some 
peop e who think that all the W isdom on foreign affairs in this country 
is concentrated in Washington and New York. I have never been 
willing to accept that idea; I do not accept it now. 

I think that the experience which this committee has had shows that 
it just is not so. We have already met in Akron, Milwaukee, Greens- 
boro. N. ee and in each of those ( ities we have found a deep under- 
standing of world problems, and intelligent ideas on how to deal with 
them. 

In all likelihood we would never have tapped a fraction of this wis- 
dom, the penetrating wisdom, of thoughtful ordinary Americans by 

itting back in Washington. We expect to leave Louisville after these 
hearings today further enriched in our understanding of the prob- 
lems before 1 

As I stated, this subcommittee is seeking wisdom at the erassroots 
instead of just seeking wisdom at the capital of your country; we 
expect to find it where the common man and woman live and think. 

\ great son of Kentucky, Abraham Lincoln, once said that God must 
have loved the common people, 





1e made so many of them: and in these 
perilous days, we go to the grassroots and find there calm and wisdom 


( i . 

In accordance with our subcommittee procedure, we have invited 
the congressional Representative from this district to sit with us todav. 
We are happy to have with us your Representative, Mr. Robsion. 
Senator Clements was also invited to be with us, but was unable to 
attend. He sent mea letter which I will have placed in the record at 
this point. 
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(The document referred to follows:) 


UNITED STATES SENATE, 
May 29, 1954. 
Hon. ALEXANDER WILEY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

Dear ALEx: I appreciate your invitation to attend the hearings which your 
special subcommittee on Senate Resolution 126 will hold in Louisville, Ky., on 
June 7 and deeply regret that my present schedule is such that I will be unable 
to attend. 

The plan of your committee to hold hearings throughout the country on the 
vital question of United Nations Charter revisions is, in my view, an excellent 
approach. It affords you the opportunity to obtain, at firsthand, the opinions of 
many who would be unable to meet with you in Washington. 

I am particularly pleased that you have chosen Louisville for the site of one 
of your hearings ; and even though your stay in the Commonwealth will be short, 
I am sure you will be able to enjoy the hospitality of the people there. I know 
that Mayor Broaddus, the chamber of commerce, and the people of the city will 
welcome you; and those who come before your hearings will reflect the measure 
of serious thought being given in Louisville and in Kentucky to problems you are 
discussing. 

The United Nations Charter is one of the great documents of history and never 
has mankind made a more determined effort to promote world peace, justice, 
and security under a like charter. Failure of the United Nations could be a 
mortal blow to the world’s aspirations for security. It is our task to make sure 
this does not happen. 

The United Nations Charter will probably come up for review sometime in 
1955. Review and possible constructive revision is necessary, in face of the 
rapidly changing world conditions. It is for this reason I supported the resolu- 
tion of my distinguished colleague from Iowa, Senator Guy Gillette, which set up 
your committee and made possible the full study of proposals for amendments 
and revisions to strengthen the charter and take all available steps against any 
failure. 

When the record of the hearings you are to hold in Louisville are available, I 
will certainly study them with great interest, for I know I will gain much valu- 
able information and guidance from the views set forth by those who will be 
appearing before you on June 7. 

I trust you will convey to those who are present at the hearings my regret 
at being unable to attend. 

With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely yours, 
EARLE C. CLEMENTS. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, I should like to introduce my two colleagues 
on the subcommittee, Senator Gillette of Iowa, and Senator Cooper 
of your own State. 

Senator Gillette is, so to speak, the father of this investigation. 
With great foresight. he introduced the resolution which established 
this Special Subcommittee on the United Nations Charter in order to 
prepare for possible review of the charter after 1955. 

Senator Gillette, would you like to give us a bit of your wisdom? 


OPENING REMARKS OF SENATOR GILLETTE OF IOWA 


Senator Gitterre. Well, Mr. Chairman, there is very little that I 
can add to the very excellent statement that you have made, except 
just two thoughts amplifying a couple of the thoughts that you pre- 
sented. 

As the chairman has said, we are coming to the people, to the 
grassroots. Our Constitution, as you know, has left to the people 
that great reservoir of power and authority. We are tapping that 
reservoir, as Dr. Clarke said in his opening prayer, so that democracy, 
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as we know it, can be perpetuated, and we have come to that source of 
power. 

There is no power resting in any agency in Washington except as 
has been expressly delegated to it. 

The second thought that I have in mind is this: I hope that nobody 
will draw the conclusion that seems to have been erroneously drawn 
in some parts of the country as we have traveled over it, that we are 
out to sell a program. The chairman just referred to that. We are 
not out to sell any program. We have heard in the cities where we 
have had hearings, and we expect to hear in the other cities in which 
we will hold hearings, all sorts of suggestions from one eXtreme to 
another, from witnesses who say, “Why, the United Nations has 
proved ineffectual, it is worthless; let’s get out of it; let’s throw it in 
the ashean,” to the other extreme that says, “Let’s transform it into 
one world eee me 

We want to have _ suggestions of you people. We expect, as the 
chairman has said, to be thoroughly enriched and thoroughly and 
definitely helped a any contributions that you people, representing 
the great American people in this great reservoir of authority, will 
give us in the work that we will have to do, which is to present a 
recomendation so that America can go before this conference when 
it is called with a program which we can be assured the American 
people in majority number are definitely behind. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Senator. 

You know that your own distinguished Senator, Senator Cooper, 
was appointed by Vice President Nixon to serve with the subcom- 
m _ We are glad to have the benefit on this subcommittee of Sena 
tor Cooper’s expert knowledge of international organiz: arg You 


know that your Senator has served as a member of United Nations 
delegation 3 to international Tete and has devoted a great deal 
of thought and energy to the worldwide issues of today. 


We are hap Py to be in Se nator Coope rs State, happy to meet his con 
stituents, and happy that he could join up with us today. 
Senator, would you care to vive us some ideas ? 


OPENING REMARKS OF SENATOR COOPER OF KENTUCKY 


Senator Cooper. Well, Mr. Chairman, as you have stated, next year 
7 n 1955, under the prov isions of the charter of the United Nations, 
he General Assembly must vote as to whether a general conference 
will be called to revise or at least attempt to revise the Charter of the 
United Nations. 

In that vote, which must be a majority vote of the members of the 
General Assembly, which is not subject to veto, but in which seven 
members ot the Security Council must agree, this decision will be 
taken. 

I think we all have agreed in our meetings that it is very probable, 
m4 we bel eve, that such a conference will | e Cc alled and, oft course, 

ie chief purpose of that conference is to determine if there are any 
coat in which the Charter of the United Nations can be improved, 
revised, or changed, to make it more effective to prevent war. An- 
ticipating this conference, Senator Gillette introduced the resolution 
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under which we function. Senator Wiley, as chairman of the Senate 
Committee on Foreign Relations, is the head of t] committee of 
members of the Foreign Relations ( 
ap pointed by the Vice President. | 
,’ 


‘on mittee. Al d Y othe r Senators 
believe that these meetings that 


have been held throughout the country are of great value 
First, of course. the chief reason for hold hy these he ring is to 
secure recommendations from witnesses which wil heip this com- 


mittee in making its own recommendations. 

Then, I think they have promoted a better and larger understand- 
ine’ ot the United Nations ind it purposes. That as been a contro- 
versial subject, and some of those controversies have been brought 
to the surface. 

I might Say that I am very h ippy that the committee was invited to 
come here by uy Broaddus and by interested citizens of the city 


ene in the State of Kentu ky, and it is a matter of pride 
to me Mr. irman, that you and Senator Gillette have come here 
to this city os to this State. I know your lor ¢ and deep Interest 


and yout wisdom in this field. 

I Can say fo. Ii elf that, because ot my own experience, | have a 
deep nterest in this revision of the charter. | ive a deep but not 
blind behef in the value of the United Nations as one of the instru- 
ments of world peace, 

The main point I want to make to this oroup here that has taken 
the interest to come, and to those who will testify, is that it is not 
an isolated act or function that you are performing; but you are 
actually beginning this process, you are functioning; you are taking 


part in the revision of the charter, and to that degree you are con- 


tributing t to the oreat purpose which we will hold most Important, 
and that is the preve ntion of war, with honor. 

The CratrmMan. Thank you, Senator. 

You have now heard from the 3 members of the subcommittee, 2 of 
whom are he wih ha algpemetsnn. roi Ae pecplonar nips 

We will make an exception this morning and ask one who is not a 
member of the committee, but who represents this district in Congress, 
Congressman Robsion, if he would like to say a few words. 


REMARKS OF REPRESENTATIVE JOHN M. ROBSION, JR., OF KENTUCKY 


Mr. Rorgston. Mr. Chairman, feeling that the United Nations, per- 
haps, is the only real hope we have for a lasting peace, and recognizing 
that the experience of the United Nations of the last 10 years has 
demonstrated in several respects the need of changes, I am most grate- 
ful that your committee has selected Louisville to be one of the very 
few cities in the country where you think that the people can be of 
some assistance to the committee in arriv ing at a conclusion as to what 
changes the United States shouk l advocate in the United Nations. 

[ am very happy to have you here. I am extremely proud of my 
representation of this district, and I deeply appreciate your commit- 
tee’s seeing fit to come here on your tour of the few cities in the country 
where you want to know wh: at the people think. 

Thank you. 

The CuatrMan. Thank you, sir. 
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INTRODUCTION OF STAFF MEMBERS 


We are very happy to have with us today these two distinguished 
sons of Kentucky, both of whom are rendering real service to the State 
and to the Nation. 

I am also happy today to present to you Francis O. Wilcox, chief 
of staff of our committee, who served as chairman of the division of 
social sciences at the University of Louisville for several years; he is 
to my immediate left; and Francis Valeo, staff associate of the Sub- 
committee on the United Nations Charter, who is at the end of the 
table here. 

Now, we are ready to proceed to hear the witnesses. 

Before I do that, I want to say that to my immediate right, is the 
young man who is the reporter for our committee in Washington, Mr. 
B. H. Firshein. 

Now, we will have the first witness, Mrs. Bennett F. Hughes, who 
represents the Zachary Taylor Chapter, United States Daughters of 
1812 in Louisville. 


SUBCOMMITTEE’S WORK 


Let me make it plain again that all this subcommittee can do is to 
assemble the facts and draw conclusions, and then, when we are 
through holding these hearings, we will submit the facts and the con- 
clusions to the executive branch of the Government, so that it can have 
the judgment at the grassroots when it sits in with the representatives 
of the other nations. 

We are glad to have you, Mrs. Hughes. Carry on in your own way, 
please. 


STATEMENT OF MRS. BENNETT F. HUGHES, KENTUCKY STATE 
CHAIRMAN, CORRECT USE OF THE FLAG IN THE UNITED STATES, 
DAUGHTERS OF 1812 


Mrs. Hueues. Senator Wiley, distinguished officials and guests, I 
am Mrs. Bennett F. Hughes, Kentucky State chairman, Correct Use of 
the Flag in the United States, Daughters of 1812. I represent 104 
Kentucky daughters of the United States Daughters of 1812. Each 
one has a true following of 50 or more adherents who believe as we do. 
We hold the Bible and the United States Constitution in our hands. 


RESOLUTIONS OF NATIONAL COUNCIL 


We, in national council assembled in 1952, 1953, and 1954, passed 
resolutions including the preservation of our constitutional liberties 
against all forms of world government which would lead to losing 
our Constitution and Bill of Rights, and for the veto power being 
retained in the Security Council, above all things; opposition to Red 
China being admitted to the United Nations; for amendment to limit 
treatymaking power of the Bricker type: opposition to all forms of 
world government; opposition to UNESCO booklets; opposition to 
genocide convention; and other fine resolutions. 
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UNITED STATES SHOULD HAVE 48 VOTES IN U.N. 


Get us 48 votes in that United Nations or close the American pocket- 
book to do it; that is the only way we can now be heard. 


VETO POWER SHOULD BE RETAINED AND USED 


Save that veto power above all opposition, and use it. The Soviet 
Union has 5 guaranteed votes, 1 vote for each 56 million, and poor 
little deceived and misguided Guatemala may now be her sixth guar- 
anteed vote. 


U. N. COST TO UNITED STATES DISCRIMINATORY 
By courtesy of Alger Hiss we, the United States, are paying 3514 
percent of all United Nations expenses, and we have only 1 vote, 1 
vote for 165 million intelligent people. The grassroots American 
people are not for this vicious taxation and discrimination, and never 
were for this. 


UNITED STATES DELEGATES TO U. N. NOT REPRESENTATIVE OF GRASSROOTS 
CITIZENS 


The men who go from our United States to the United Nations as 
so-called representatives are not elected; they are appointed. God 
helped Gideon ; He surely will help us. 

Those people are appointed, and they never have represented us, 
the grassroots American citizens. All they have done that is con- 
cretely noticeable is that they have opened our United States pocket- 
book, poured out our money, bled us taxpayers white, and by so doing, 
lost practically every friend we had. 

Was it Benjamin Franklin or Sh: akespeare who said if you want to 
lose a friend lend him money. If the United States of America goes 
deeper into this undesirable world-government idea and sells us down 
the drain, there surely will be a great migration to Australia, and 
there is a reason. I will tell you about it. I, for one, would rather 
live on a leaking houseboat under a poison-ivy vine in a crocodile- 
infested lagoon in a farflung lost island than to live in any country 
which depri ives me of the Ten Commandments, the Golden Rule, and 
the United States of America Bill of Rights. 

I could live with the crocodile. We each know what to expect of 
the other. But who knows what the Communists will do next? 

Much of the resplendent phraseology in the United Nations Charter 
veritably reeks with despotism, absolutism, and divine right of kings— 
references: the article in the charter, and also the International Court 
of Justice, articles 31 and 38. 

Anybody with the medulla oblongata of an angleworm would know 
it is a trap for the United States. 

Alger Hiss and Harry Dexter White and company were having a 
field day when they joined their pals in arranging the military de- 
partment control. 

Article 53: I interpreted that as being that the United Nations 
has committed its own genocide by its own definition, not by my 
definition, not by the dictionary definition, but by theirs, “mental 
harm.” At least a black widow spider has bitten herself. That is 








72 REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 


fa 


explained. Stalin and Lenin are on our side now, whichever place 
they went, they are believers now. 
Alger Hiss and company represented our trusting I nited States 


offi lals at the U.N. oreal ization meeting in 1945, The re the Ameri- 
can pro-Communists have had their inning, so this time in 1955 send 
such representatives as Frank E. Holman; John W. Bricker; Harry 
roinia: Mrs. Frances Barrett Lucas, of Washington, D. C.; 

Mr. Willis Ballinger: and let u end some real patriots this time. 
love America. we who seem to be the forgotten people, 
et us have the innn this time. We, our great grandparents, our 
and erandsons have fought and worked for America for 200 


rs. Pl ise, please give us a hearing at long last. 

If the live } imed repre entative | ted nopove cannot improve on 
the United Nations Charter, it is not worth having. They could at 
lea t el the por ketbook to tho e who would destroy us. 


. I 
Articles 80 and 103 contradict each other. Clear that up. Make 


1 


ip their 1 nds, eithei previous commitments prevail oO! they do not. 


Article 107 commits the same genocide as 53. There can be no 
divine spark of inspired statesmanship in any document on earth 
which holds vengeance. God says, “Vengeance is mine.” You had 
better leave ve ngeance to him. 

George Washington said, “Let only Americans watch tonight.” 
And truly this is the night, and the dawn will never come if you and 
I let t) is blessed United States eo into world government, World 
government is nothing but a trap. What gain can come to us? 

Socialist communism was tried at both Jamestown in 1607 and 
Plymoi th Rock later. They stopped. They did not like it, and so 
stop right here, 


ALASKA AND HAWAII AND 48 STATES SHOULD EACH HAVE A VOTE 


I hold that at San Francisco, the men from our United States who 
were sent there, namely, Alger Hiss and his cohorts, were giving our 
enemle aid and comfort. What is the name of that? If those men 
were agents of a foreign government, we in the United States had no 
representatives. There, it seems, might be a flaw in our membership 
eard. Anyway the 48 States in the United States should have 48 
votes, and we should also bring in Alaska and Hawaii, if they will 
come, 

In 1955, the revision meeting, there will be great pressure for ad- 
mitting Red China. Held for these 48 or 50 votes, or nothing. 

Freedom for all without distinction as to sex, I do not believe in it. 
1 do not believe in women digging ditches, driving railroad spikes, 
and lifting heavy loads. I have always had 125 percent of equality 
with the sexes. 


SITE OF U. N. BUILDING 


The United Nations Building would have been better if it had been 
built on Wrangel Island in the Northwest Bering Sea; perhaps a 
few people in it would have had a cool head. It could be moved up 
there now. It would simply be the Soviet Union bringing her private 
property home. 
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When God gets tired of this mess, rest assured he could move it. 
He built Reelfoot Lake in Kentucky and Tennessee in 1 night in 1811. 
When God is locked out. Satan is in. 


NEED FOR U. N. TO BE MEETING PLACE FOR GOOD NATIONS 


I would like to see the Un ted Nations Oreai ZAtLO) where the good 
nations of the world can meet and endeavor to be of mutual benefit 
and strive to honestly understand each other. But when it suggests 
world government in the name of all that is holy, close our United 
States pocketbook and tell them “No.” 

Send genuine American patriots to that 1955 meeting, and tell them, 
“Don’t give up the ship of state.” 

The CuHarrman. Thank you very much. [Applause. | 

Any questions, centlemen / 

Senator Giitterre. I have no questions. 

The CHarrMAN. Senator Co per ? 

Senator Cooper. I have none. 

The CHarrman. Thank you very much. 

Dr. H. H. Barnette, professor of history, Southern Baptist Theo 
ogical Seminary. 


In view ¢ I the ract that the 


re are 9 or 10 witnesses scheduled for this 
morning’s meeting, we would like to ask the witn to make their 
suggestions as to the continuation or modification of the charter or 
other matters relating to th United Nations. L the {f they desire 
LO say anything outsiad oO] that, we Cah pu { item nts In the 


record. 
Carry on, sir. 


STATEMENT OF H. H. BARNETTE, TEACHER, SOUTHERN BAPTIST 
THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY 


Mr. Barnerre. Mr. Chairman and members of the subeommittee, 
ladies and gentlemen, my name is H. H. Barnette, and I teach at 
Southern Baptist Theological Seminary at Louisville, Ky. 

As I understand it, this subcommittee it not concerned with whether 
the witness likes or dislikes the United Nations. Rather, it wants to 
discover what changes, if any, could be made in the charter in ordei 


that it may most effectively promote the security ana well being ot 


this country and best contribute to general world peace. 


CHARTER AMENDMENT IS DIFFICULI 

Amendment to the charter is difficult, if not almost impossible, 
Any permanent member of the security Couneil ean prevent the 
adoption of any proposal for reform of the charter. In the light of 
the present situation, the Soviet Union is not likely to approve any 
revision of the charter which will make for the secur ty and well being 
of this country or promote the peace of the world. 

Nevertheless, assuming that the charter can be changed. at what 
points should it be revised ? 
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GENERAL REVISION 


1. There should be a general revision of the charter. It is involved, 
repetitious, and loaded with ambiguous provisions. No doubt this is 
due in part to the fact that it was conceived for the preatomic era. It 
should be made more simple, direct, and relevant to the needs of this 
solemn hour. 


VETO POWER 


2. More specifically, the veto power should be eliminated as it ap- 
plies to membership and constructive measures which the majority of 
the nations would approve. Under the present arrangement, any 
permanent member of the Security Council can blackball the admission 
of a new member. 


REGIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 


3. Revise the charter so that regional security arrangements will 
be more intimately integrated into the U. N. system of collective 
security. This would preclude the possibility of a regional agency 
undercutting and weakening the U. N. collective security and avoid 
the polarization of power into two major opposing camps. Negotia- 
tions would then be on a multilateral rather than a bilateral basis. 


CHARTER CHANGE BY INTERPRETATION 


These proposed changes in the charter would strengthen it. But 
even if the charter is not changed as to text, it is de facto changed in 
content by interpretation, nonapplication, and supplementary agree- 
ments whereby members extend or restrict their obligations under 
the charter. So we need not greatly despair at present if the charter 
is not revised. 


U. N., DESPITE WEAKNESSES AND FAILURES, IS STILL AN EFFECTIVE MEDIUM 


Finally, we must beware of falling into utopian quicksands by 
thinking that plans for charter revision, universal disarmament, and 
the elimination of the veto are nostrums which can quickly cure the 
radical ills of our time. Certainly we must keep these goals before 
us, but at the same time be willing to take the next practical steps in 
their direction. The U. N., despite its weaknesses and failures, is 
still the most effective medium by which international ethos and a 
relative world peace can be achieved. 

[ am not giving uncritical and blind worship to the U. N. If I 
wanted to give it a theological sanction, I could do that, because there 
are 111 articles in the United Nations Charter, there are 111 verses in 
the Sermon on the Mount, and we are meeting in room 111. 

| Laughter. | 


IF U. N. ABOLISHED, WOULD NEED AN ALTERNATIVE 


The CHAIRMAN. Just a moment. 

Is it your opinion that if the U. N. were to go out the window, so to 
speak, be abolished, the nations of the earth would have to have a 
substitute if they wanted to try to formulate some plan for peace ? 
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Mr. Barnette. Yes, sir. I think there would have to be some sort 
of alternative; and the critics of the U. N. have not come up with a 
realistic alternative. 


U. N. MEMBERSHIP AT FAULT 


The CuatrmMan. Well, is it not also true that if in an organization— 
I care not what the organization be—the members of the organization 
are not morally straight, then the organization is not at fault; it is the 
membership that is at fault ? 

Mr. Barnette. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMaN. Would you apply the same rule to the U. N.? 
Assuming that the Kremlin and its stooges would play the game 
according to the rules that we think should be applied in international 
procedure, do you not think that we could get along lots better ? 

Mr. Barnetre. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Any questions, Senator Gillette? 


U. N. AN EFFECTIVE MEDIUM 


Senator Gitterte. No questions, Mr. Chairman, but I want to 
compliment this gentleman on his closing statement that the U. N., 
despite its weaknesses and failures, is still the most effective medium 
by which international ethics and a relative world peace can be 
achieved. 

There are many of us who feel that it does mark the high point in 
attempts to achieve international cooperation. 

We also recognize at the same time the thing that you have recog- 
nized, that it has weaknesses and has failures; but your suggestion 
that, instead of abandoning it, we continue the efforts to try to make 
it as effective as we can, is very helpful. 

Thank you. 

The CHatrmMan. Senator Cooper ? 

Senator Coorer. I, too, would like to say that I think his statement 
was a very moderate and sensible statement. I think he would agree 
that the troubles in the U. N. reflect the troubles in the world. Things 
cannot be any better inside the U. N. than the things that are happen- 
ing in the world. 


RESULT OF UNITED STATES WITHDRAWAL FROM U. N. 


What would you consider would be the result if the U. N. should dis- 
integrate, if we should withdraw, which I think would mean dis- 
integration? What avenues would you see that many countries 
throughout the world would then have as to any consultation upon 
peaceful measures / 

Mr. Barnerre. Excuse me, Senator, I did not hear that. 

Senator Coorer. What avenue would a small country have, such 
as a country in southeast Asia, to consult with us, or how could we 
reach them effectively ¢ 

Mr. Barnette. All of the lines of communications would be closed 
to the smaller nations. They would have no recourse to an organiza- 
tion whereby they could bring their grievances and their hopes and 
their desires as a nation. 
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ik that, in all | kelihood, the struggle 


Ne itor Coorrer. Do vou th 


‘tween the great powers would then be intensified ¢ 


Mr. Barnerre. Yes, sir: because there are moral forces which are 
i@ht to bear upon the situation through the U. N. that could not 


pO bly be brought to bear otherwise. 
Senator Coorer. Very well: that is all. 
MEMBERS OF CONGRESS WHO HAVE REPRESENTED UNITED STATES AT U. N. 


Phe Catan. At this time, I desire to place in the record the 


umes of Members of Congress who have served this country at the 


AN here were Senator Au tlh. Vande bere, C'o 


nnally, Dulles, 
oopel Sparkman, Mansfield, Lodge, Congressmen Katon, Bloom, 
ds, Vor ‘ and Bolton, ind | also had the privilege ot serving 


the | N. There may have been someone else, but they all, at least 


( I peaker, represent Members of patriot! m and character 
tv, seeking to find the way. And all humanity is trying to 
l it no of life is Brow) Ing ha wd, and certan ly what we 
ire doing to try to find not only the best mechanism, but also trying 
oO see t Hu nity itself, which operates that mechanism, will do a 
( ( low ft il qaone 1} the mist 
( ! 
ms r Gil ErrTeE. Mr. Chairmay may IL amend your statement 
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ATEMENT OF MRS. AMRY VANDENBOSCH, PRESIDENT, LEAGUE 
OF WOMEN VOTERS OF KENTUCKY 


Mrs. Vanpenposcu. Thank you. 

| M (mry Vandenbosch, speaking for the League of Women 
ters of Kentucky. 

Nel! itor W ley and members of the committee, speaking fo. the 
mbers of the League of Women Voters in Kentucky, I wish 
nk you for the honor and opportunity of expressing to you some 
our ideas about the United Nations and possible changes in the 
ted Nations Charter. These hearings, being conducted by your 


mumittee, are of inestimable value in increasing public understand 


g of the United Nations. 
SUPPORT FOR U. N. 


Doda e League of Women Voters of Kentucky reaffirms its sup 


ort of the Umited Nations as the world’s best hope for keeping the 


e and fostering the ceneral well-be ng ot the peoples of the 
rid thro toh the development of peaceful conditions. 
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FAILURES AND SUCCESSES OF U. N. 


It is true that all of the hopes of the supporters of the United 
Nations to fulfill its security functions, Speci ally control of atomic 
energy, regulation of armaments, and provision of armed forces are 
not due to organization il weaknesses of the charter that c uld be 
remedied by structural « hanges, 

We believe these failures are due to the deep chasm of disagreement 
between members. ‘These failures, like the successes of the United 
Nations, are in clirect relation to the | 
find a Way to come to anh agreement. It no such w 1] neness to co 


lingness of the members to 


operate exists, then no ma hinery can be devised that would be ade 


quate to guarantee that cooperation. 
INCREASING U. N.’S EFFECTIVENESS WITHIN PRESENT FRAMEWORK 


But we do firmly believe that within the present framework of 
1 


the charter, the me iber nations could do much to increase the effect 
iveness ot the United Nation i B it, ag@ain, I lization of t he se pos 


sibilities is dependent upon suflicient agreement on ends in view, and 

ifficient will to achieve these ¢ iS. \n excellent lustration of t 
possibility wis the Uniting for Peace Resolution f 1950. 

ANY CHANGES SHOULD STRENGTHEN, NOT WI KEN, U. N. 

Now. the League of Women Voters knows that the United Natio 
is not the ultimate in world organizat . Our study has revealed 
the need for arriving at a solution to a1 ml ot very serious pi 
lems, but at this tin Cii¢ leag e cor t have | ic hore to 
recommend, put We rr’ ul ed l LM \ Oo ild Ol y ve 
changes that would clearly strengthen the United Nati in its 
ability to carry Out 1ts purposes as st ited in the larter, We co ld 
not accept or approve any changes that ould serve to weaken the 
United Nation In promotung mitern ional cooperation. 

We cannot too emphat ( ull State our Convict nh t it 1n exXal hing 
the charter for possible rev Sion, it is of pl me importance o bear in 
mind that the suecess of the [ nited Natio1 5 depends upon the wv lling 
ness of the member nations to cooperate; that there have been very 
notable achievements In internat mal cooperation auring the pa { 9 
years ; and that we should make maximum use of the tools we have 
hand while we search for better ones. 

The United States has a orave respons bility { role of leader- 


ship in the United Nations. We, the league, ve confidence it will 
rise to the demands of the occasion. 

The CHarrMan. Do you personally have any specific recommenda 
tions, even though the statement of the leaeue indicates it has none ? 

Mrs. VANpDENBoscH. Well, I am speaking today as president of the 
league, and to speak as an individual would be at the risk of compro 
mising the position of the league, so Ll would rather not com lent as 
an individual at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, ap} are) thy vour statement sugoests that what 
we should do, instead of work ng on the mecha I to work on the 
mechanics, the bad boy s, the Russians, and the others, to get them to 

: ng : 


ee It our wavi is that meht 
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Mrs. VanpensoscH. Well that, of course, is fundamental to every 
negotiating process; is it not; that you seek to convert the opposition 
to your pomt of view ¢ 

The Cuatrrman. Well, you have asked me the question. I would 
just simply say, of course, I agree fully with that. But I was wonder- 
ing whether you were always so judicial when it was a question of 
whether you were expressing your husband’s view or your Own. 
| Laughter. | 

Mrs. Vanpennoscn. I am sure he would like to have me be equally 
judicious 

es CHatrMAn. Any questions, gentlemen ! 

ator Gitterre. No questions from me. 

T * CHAIRMAN. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Morton Walker, chairman of the committee on Christian world 
relations of the Louisville Area Council of Churches. 


STATEMENT OF MORTON WALKER, CHAIRMAN, CHRISTIAN 
WORLD RELATIONS COMMITTEE, LOUISVILLE AREA COUNCIL OF 
CHURCHES 


Mr. Warxer. Mr. Chairman, I am Morton Walker of the University 
of Louisville, and I am speaking this morning as the chairman of the 
Christian world relations committee of the Louisville Area Council 
of Churches. I would like to read a prepared statement. 

We come as members of the Christian world relations committee of 
the Louisville Are: a Counc il of Churches. The Louisville Area Coun- 

‘il of Churches is the principal interdenominational agency supported 
b y and representing a large proportion of the churches of evangelical 
faith of Louisville and Je fferson County, Ky. While the churches 
that cooperate with our organization include a membership of more 
than 150,000 persons of Louisville and Jefferson County, this report 
does not purport to speak for them. It does give what we feel would 
be an acceptable statement to many of the protestant church popula- 
tion, 

Our Protestant group, by and large, has favored the establishment 
of the United Nations, has had high hopes for what it might accom 
plish, has had ere at sataet ction wherein it has ministered to world 
needs, ar d has been a lisap pol inted in matters in which it has failed to 

chieve its declared purpos eS, We want the U. N. to contin ue and to 
have the wholehearted moral and material support of our Government 


nd people. 
REVIEW CONFERENCE SHOULD BE DELAYED 


We ean think of some modifications in the charter that might 
trengthen its operation. But in the present climate of world opinion 
we feel that desirable changes in the charter could not be made ef- 
fective. And so it is our opinion that when the question of holding 
a review conference on the charter is submitted to vote in the U. N. 
the representatives of the United States should seek to delay such 
conference until a more favorable time. In the meantime we urge 
that within the framework of the present charter efforts be made to 
further eve ry desirable end. 
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This committee will use its influence to encourage church groups to 
study the United Nations and its charter in cooperation with the cur- 
rent denominational and interdenominational U. N. study programs. 
We shall also be glad to cooperate with our representatives in the 
U. N. both in attempting to interpret the U. N. to our people and to 
communicate convictions of the local community to them. 

The Cuatrrman. What was your basic reason for suggesting that the 
conference should be delayed? Do you feel that the suggestions of the 
Kremlin and its satellites and the Western World are not of such a 
nature that anything could be accomplished ¢ 

Mr. Waker. Basically that, sir. I think there are probably two 
reasons why we would take this stand: One is that there is the current 
problem of Indochina and Indonesia, and we feel that in this general 
area, this general period of conflict, that nothing could be accom- 
plished. We feel that it is entirely possible that it will become purely 
a propaganda meeting, and that Russia would use it to continue to 
give its points of views, and simply prolong the meetings, so it would 
be entirely worthless. 

Then, there is always a possibility, it seems to some of us, that as a 
result of such a meeting, conceivably there might be an outside chance 
that Russia would withdraw, and while they have certainly done 
everything that seems possible to deter, maybe to delay, any action, 
we think it is best that they do remain in the United Nations as one of 
our ways of being able to get our ideas across to the members, and we 
think the possibility of it might be the withdrawal of Russia. 

The CuatrmMan. Any questions ? 

Senator Gitterre. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

I was very much interested in the suggestion of Mr. Walker that 
the present world climate might not be conducive to success of a review 
conference or that the success that we hope for would be postponed. 

The unfortunate situation, Mr. Walker, as the present speaker sees 
it, is that article 109 of the charter provides that a conference for 
reviewing the present charter may be held at any time by a vote fixed 
by two- thirds of the members of the General Asse mbly and any seven 
members of the Security Council. But there is also a provision in 
article 109 that if such a conference has not been held before the 10th 
annual session of the General Assembly, the proposal to call a confer- 
ence shall be placed on the agenda of that session of the General 
Assembly, and the conference shall be held, if so decided by a majority 
vote of the members of the General Assembly and by a vote of any 
seven members of the Security Council. 


Mr. WALKER. Yes, si 
EFFECT OF REVIEW CONFERENCE POSTPONEMENT 


Senator GitteTre. Now, this proposal to call a conference is placed 
on the agenda compulsorily. If the calling of a conference is post- 
poned, don’t you feel that the United Nations machinery which would 
thereby throw into gear the requirement of a two-thirds vote, would 
make it very, very difficult to call a conference in the future? If you 
postpone it, have you not passed the golden time for giving the matter 
consideration ¢ 

Mr. Waker. Well, no, sir, Senator; I do not think so. I think 


there is always the diffic ulty of getting two-thirds of a vote on any- 
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thing, but it would seem that now is not a good time. I frankly think 
that nothing good would come of such a meeting now. I think con- 
ceivably in a few years—I would not pinpoint it and say 1958 and 
JOO but I think there the poss bility that would be a time when 
some good m oht come of a review of the charter. Il do not think 


1 } 4 . . 1 1 l 
| I think that it is a situation where rather than have one 


d be an abortive se sion. it would be better to have none 
now, and hope that it would be possible to set up a reviev later; that 


my personal Op! L1lon., 

Senator Gitterre. Don’t you feel that the consideration of any 
matter of importance by calling a conference is always valuable, 
whether it accomplishes what its sponsors hope or not ¢ ; 


M . WALKER. In theory. 1 doul t that at the present time it would 
ilt l that. | do hot meni to say that we could hol Study the 
LU ted Nat Ol ( harter. | think certainly we ought to { ought to 


Le Inder constant review and constant study a my group, any 
} 


ore zation, is and should be. 

| fee] it that present { me thougl that so little oood would come of 
t and so much possible harm might come. It seems to me if we spent 
le time with Ri L objecting to everyth o that coming 
nd giving more Russian propaganda. that the good would 

ye more than offset | the bad. 
Se Gitterre. I don’t want to use your time or the time of 
esses, but I just want to make comment: Over a yeai 
! rf ago there was su a feeling that ther Ihe i be ah ex 
1 possible re of t charter that I troduced a 
thie | nited Stat Ne! il ureing ¢ Stat Dep rtment 
| oO vear the 1 1 } { i to the possible ( il] Y OF a con 
r| resolution referred to the fin prov nm I read, the 

1. two-t ras vote 
l a Departi ent took t > pe tion that 1t would be too volum 
( too difficult, but that it would be preferable to wait until 
Provislol of the charter, the qu tion came up automat 
the agenda of the General Assembly in 1955. 

Now, they felt that they should not initiate a revi conference, 
it we should proceed under the compulsory agenda in 1955 
Ni ire suggesting that we abandon that situation under which 


to proceed and en throw the whole question to in lmprob 
future. Don’t you have that in mind? 
Mr. Wacker. I would not say an improbable future, sir; I would 


1\ ertall future. an ndefin te fut re, but ] do not th nk 
probable. 
Senator Gituterre. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

CHaAmMAN. Senator Cooper, do you have any questions? 


TIME NOT RIPE FOR REVIEW CONFERENCI 


Senator Cooper. Mr. Walker, I have been intere ted, too, by youl 


\ vote must be taken at the General Assembly in 1955 as to whethei 
or not this conference can be called. 

Mr. Wanker. Yes, sir. 

Senator Cooper. You think it would place the United States in 


od posit nto vote against su 1a conference, and only the United 
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States, T thin Ik, could prevent suc h a conference be ne called. Actu- 
ally, we would kill the conference. 

Mr. WALKER. Well, we thought about that. sir. and we thought 
that it might be used also by Russia saving that we were trying to 
hurt the United Nations. ; 

The only thing is, of course, that Mr. Malik himself has said he 
does not believe, if I remember it correctly, that a conference would 
do any good. So I thought if the United St ites took the position that 
this is not the time for it, that certainly Russia could not use that as 
a basis for saying that we were agai st any study, s mply to say this 
does not seem the time for it. I suy ypose it could be used ea nst us 
propagandawise. | still] Say that I think we wi ild be better off not 


hay We the ( onferen ce how, 


Senator Cooper. I would ree with you that I doubt if anv exten- 
sive changes cna: ade. But in view of the world situation and 
in view of criticisms that the United Natio has not been etlective, 


ao you think you can avo | or should avoid a dise ssion before the 
world of the Wavs 1h W hi n if might pe made more e lective : 

Ir. WaLkKer. Well, Sen: r Cooper, | feel th Ui | Nations, 
under its present charter, can + de more, Taeae in if fe 

Senator Cooper. I agree with you. 

Mr. WALKER. Of course. it is the same sort of thing. as one of the 
other speakers says, of working with individuals. I do not think 
there are a nu umber of weaknesses in the United Nations Charter 
anyway—this 9 my personal feeling. I suppose that maybe ideally 
I woul | like to have the veto taken away from Russia and given only 
to us and other nations, but I doubt if that can be taken care of at 
this time. | Laug ohter. | 

I think that, as ] sat’ on Witld WOEIN Bix ones hed that maybe at 
a later time we might better have such a conferen 


U. N. MACHINERY TO CONTROL ATOMIC WEAPONS 


Senator Coorrr. I do not want to take up your time, but I have one 
ether question. 

The real problem, one great problem, is, of course, the control of 
atomic weapons. The only organization which exists in the world 
today, which is dealing with this problem, is the United Nations. It 
has been ineffective, but they have been working. 

Do you think there is some possibil ity that such a conference could 
discuss better methods, better mec hi anisms, toward that control ? 

Mr. Waker. May I ask you, sir, Is it impossible to have that dis- 
cussion within the United Nations now? 

Senator Coorer. No, it is not impossible, but the Commission today 
is under the control of the Security Council. 

Mr. WALKER. Yes. 

Senator Cooper. Some people believe that it might be possible to 
place it under the General Assembly, which would make it more flex- 
ible. I doubt if Russia would ever agree to it, but it seems to me that 
even the discussion of it would be valuable at a time when people were 
thinking about it very, very much. 

Mr. Waker. I think a discussion of it would, but whether we need 
to have the review conference called for that, when you have appro- 
priate channels now, I doubt that it would be wise or advisable. 








482 REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 


Senator Coorer. Thank you. 

The CHarrman. My attention has been called to the fact that even 
with the microp yhones the re porter for this meeting is hav ing difficulty 
in hearing the witnesses, so I will ask my fellow associates to speé val 
up and let their voices be ‘act or forever hold their peace. 

One other question, sir. 

Mr. WaALKeR. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Have you given any thought to what might be 

called the inherent powers in the Assembly to handle some of these 
situations ? 

Mr. Waker. No, sir; I am sure there are, but I have no statement 
to make on that. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. John Harter. [Applause.] 


Carry on, please. 
STATEMENT OF MRS. JOHN HARTER, LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mrs. Harter. Before I present my prepared statement, I would like 
to say just two things. First, that we are very pleased that the grass- 
roots you brought your hearing to are bluegrass roots; and, secondly, 
I would like to summarize my position before I go into my statement. 

I am opposed to world government; I am in favor of the United 
Nations as to world cooperation. 

1 feel that the charter can stand revision, of course, as its framers 
expected. What worries me most are the fringe-area things, and I 
am looking for protection of the inalienable rights of the American 
people. 

The National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution 
has asked me to testify before you concerning my feelings about the 
United Nations and the United States. 

I am glad to do this because I am interested as a patriotic citizen 
of the United States who is interested in the past, the present, and 
the future of our country. I am interested in the future because I 
have a young son who will live in the world we protect and build; 
who may have to fight for it. I am vitally interested in the present 
as a mother, a daughter, a wife. I am interested in the past because 
I am proud of the heritage built for us by our forefathers, and because 
I had ancestors on the J/ayflower, in the Revolution, the War of 1812, 
and the War Between the States. 


OPPOSITION TO COVENANT OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND GENOCIDE CONVENTION 


Naturally, I am not qualified to advise you, who are experts in 
political science and legislation, but as an average citizen I would 
like to voice more fears concerning the United Nations and some of 
its proposed covenants and conventions. 

I believe that the proposed Covenant of Human Rights and the 
adopted Universal Declaration of Human Rights of the United Na- 
tions are dangerous to the foundations of our country and to its 
future well-being. 

Since the United Nations Charter was adopted as a treaty, accord- 
ine to our Constitution, present or future treaties and covenants 
adopted by the United Nations could become the supreme law of our 
land and could direct or replace our domestic laws. 
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I believe that the Genocide Convention, along with the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights and the Covenant of Human Rights, 
could destroy our own Bill of Rights, without benefit of legislation 
by the Congress of the United States. 

The state could control religion, could control the press, could pre- 
vent trial by jury, threugh directives, not of our Congress, but of a 
foreign, alien body, the United Nations. 

The Declaration of Human Rights is definitely socialistic. It can 
bring such things as socialized medicine, even though the Congress 
has rejected socialized medicine. Through UNESCO propaganda, 
socialism is being taught in our schools now. 

This Declaration of Human Rights says “everyone as a member of 
society has a right to social security” but no mention is made of how 
this international social sec urity shall be paid for. I am afraid it 
will not be “the American way,” but “the Americans will pay.” 


OPPOSITION TO WORLD GOVERNMENT 


I understand there is a plan to amend the United Nations Charter 
into a world-governing document in 1955. In such an organization 
we would be a hopeless, helpless minority. We Americans, who 
oppose socialism which leads to communism, and who believe in pri- 
vate ownership and free enterprise, with its incentive and initiative 
and accomplishment, will find ourselves restricted and taxed to pro- 
duce a socialistic order in our own country and, in addition, to pay 
for a communistic leveling off for the world. 

Worst of all, we will be forced to abandon our rights, our funda- 
mentals, our principles. 

My plan is that you find some way to prevent abuse of this treaty 
power. If the Bricker amendment was not the answer, then devise 
an amended amendment. When the treaty clause was written into 
the Constitution there was no international organization in existence. 
Make an amendment that will prohibit any interference in domestic 
affairs of the United States. I want to see the executive, legislative, 
and judicial branches of our Government continue their proper func- 
tions, without McCarthyism. Protect your own right to legislate. 

Though I came here to speak at the instigation of the DAR, I might 
just as well be speaking for any or all of the organizations I belong 
to: for the Parent-Teachers Association, or my church, or the medi- 
eal auxiliary, or the American Association of University Women, or 
the Mayflower Society—but most of all, I speak for myself, an Ameri- 
can housewife. 

The CuairmMan. Any questions? 

Senator Gruterre. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Coorrr. I certainly thank you for your statement. 

The CrarrMan. I want to thank you for your statement. 

Of course, I might just ask, why is the Declaration of Human Rights 
dangerous when it is not binding upon us? It is merely a statement of 
ideals, most of which are already in our Constitution. 

Mrs. Harrer. Well, I understand that some of these things they 
advocate could become dangerous to us, because it was accepted as a 
treaty, I mean the charter was, and, therefore, those directives could 
apply to us without having to go through regular channels of amend- 
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ments to our Constitution, and they are 1 O} pos tion to some of the 


THE MODERN AGE IN WHICH WE LIV] 


| e CHAIRMAN. Wi I]. ot course, the declaratiol Is not any treaty. 
Yo ve raised many points that I personally could 1 it agree with, 
but I ar not nere to answer them. 


I would be very happy, if you desire, to have forwarded to you what 

I think isa basic understanding of many of these things that you have 
We realize in America that there are folks who want to retreat to 
a, 


what we we re eveh io vears avo. |: ifteen vear TO We pl ictically ( 


not have an airplane that could cross an ocean. Now we cross the 
en 4 hi Irs. We cro the continent in fess than 4 hye irs. 

We did not have the H-bomb or the A-bomb. We did not have the 
circle route that brings the threat of the Kremlin so close to our be 
ovec \ i¢ ‘i Most ot ll \ ould like TX live bac kK l the days of 
George Washineton if we could, but the world has been shrunken a 
ereat extent by man’s ingenuity. 


N rw, we have to be « iretul that in the course we take we do not 


rink our minds accordingly. If we do we will not be the valiant 

Idiers for this beloved country that we all want to be. 
The char ved facts in this world require that we recog) ize those 
rvdav s and ne S] ] oo back to all “neiples anv f 
evi ay Tacts, and not mplivy go back to a principies, Many oO 
I were proper 1n the days of Gr orge Washn oton, when he said, 


“No foreign entanglements.” In other words, we cannot now live 
yurselves alone, and I am ire you rt lize that. 

Mrs. Harter. Ye 

Che CHAIRMAN. Have you any suggestions for the modification, for 


ping, for throwing out of the window of the United Nations 


the revar 
Charter ? 
Mrs. Harrer. I do not want to throw it out the window; I want 
It adapted. 
The CuarrMan,. Well, thank you very much. 


\ pplause. | 


PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT TO PROHIBIT INTERFERENCE IN 
UNITED STATES DOMESTIC AFFAIRS 


Senator Gimuuetre. Just a moment, Mr. Chairman. I wanted to 
ask the witness a question for clarification of her statement. 

I read from your statement that when the treaty clause was written 
into the Constitution there was no international organization in 
existence. You said, “Make an amendment that will prohibit any 
interference in domestic affairs of the United States.” 

Because that was in your statement, referring to the Constitution, 
are you suggesting an amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States or an amendment to the Charter of the United Nations? 

Mrs. Harrer. I am suggesting to the United States, not the United 
Nations. 

Senator Gittetrre. An amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States which prohibits interference by any foreign group ? 


Mrs. Harter. Yes. 
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Senator GILLetre. In our domestic affairs? 

Mrs. Harter. Yes. 

Senator Cooper. Mr. Chairman, can I ask one thing? Since we 
seem to be going back again into this, first, I would like to say I a“ 
Mrs. Harter has evidently prepared her own statement and it is a 
very sincere statement of her own beliefs. 

The Cuamman. Louder, Senator. 

Senator Cooper. I just said that I think Mrs. Harter evidently has 
prepared this statement herself and it is a very sincere statement of 
her own beliefs. But there is a question raised which I do not believe 
ought to be left hanging, and because it is a belief of a great many 
people, I would like to make this statement. There are a great many 
people who believe that some convention, some treaty, some agree- 
ment which has been proposed by some subsidiary body of the United 
Nations supersedes the Constitution of the United States or the Bill 
of Rights. Now, there is just no basis for such a statement, but 
people all over the United States have ig led to believe that. 

There is no court that has ever held that, but yet it is promulgated 
throughout the whole country. If a treaty should be approved by 
the United States itself, by the Senate of the United States, it could 
have some effect upon the statute law of the United States. It might 
have some effect upon State law, but as far as it superseding the 
Constitution or the Bill of Rights, there has never been a holding of 
any court in the United States upon such a subject. 

The Cuarrman. Correct. 

| Applause. | 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Louis L usky, United World Federalists of Louisville. 

Carry on, sir. 


STATEMENT OF LOUIS LUSKY, LOUISVILLE CHAPTER, UNITED 
WORLD FEDERALISTS, INC. 


Mr. Lusky. Senator Wiley and members of the subcommittee—— 

The CuarrMan. You look like a husky lad; speak so that the people 
on the top row can hear you. 

Mr. Lusky. I will do my best, sir. 

First, Senator Wiley, in order to respond directly to the question 
which — have asked some of the other witnesses, I would like to state 
quite briefly what recommendations I propose. 

I should say, first, that I am a lawyer, I live and practice in Louis- 
ville, and I am speaking on behalf of the United World Federalists, 
the Louisville chapter. 

As I am sure the committee knows, the United World Federalists 
Is a nonpartisan organization which believes that lasting peace can 
be attained only by the abolition of national armaments, and that the 
abolition of national armaments can be obtained only by the strength- 
ening of the United Nations into a world federation which would 
have direct and exclusive control over all military power throughout 
the world, and would administer that military power under the guid- 
ance and limitations imposed by law, law to be made by the world 
federation, subject to the control of the member nations. 
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UNITED STATES SHOULD VOTE FOR HOLDING OF CHARTER REVIEW 
CONFERENCE 


Now. the recommendations which I would like to offer the sub- 
committee are, first, that the United States should vote for the holding 
of a general revision conference pursuant to article 109 of the charter. 


DELEGATES TO A CHARTER REVIEW CONFERENCE 


Second, that we should send to that conference the best men we 
have, the most eminent bipartisan delegation available. 

Third, that we should refrain from giving those delegates any bind- 
ing instructions as to particular alterations of the charter. 


U. N. SHOULD BE REVISED INTO A WORLD FEDERATION 


Fourth, that we should authorize and direct our delegates to seek 
agreement with the delegates from other nations on a proposal for a 
general revision of the charter which would convert the United Na 
tions into a world aye ation, giving the United Nations governmental 
power which would be adequate to keep the peace, subject to safe- 
guards that would protect us and the people of other nations from 
injustic e at the hands of the strengthened U.N. 


RATIFICATION OF CONFERENCE PROPOSALS 


Next. I think we should examine carefully any proposal which 


comes out of this conference, and we should ratify it if, but only i. 
we think it is in our national interest to ratify it. 


UNITED STATES SHOULD NOT WITHDRAW FROM U.N. 


Sixth, I think that we should recognize that the U. N. in its present 
form is an invaluable aid to the prevention of war, and that we should 
on no account threaten to withdraw from the U. N. because some 
charter revision proposal that you or I or the United States feel 
desirable, fails of ratification, because the Russians or somebody else 


11 


will not ratify it 
IF PROPOSED CONFERENCE FAILS, SHOULD CALL ANOTHER LATER 


And, finally, we recommend that if this general conference should 
not produce any proposal for ePRNNEAO to the member nations or if 
t should produce a proposal and the member nations should fail to 
ratify it, that we should have another general conference in another 
10 years, say, at least not too far off. 

Now, without reading the statement which has been submitted to 


the subcommittee 


COMMITTEE PROCEDURE 


The Cramman. We will be glad to put in the record that part 
which carries on the discussion of these points, which is what we want. 
These points summarize your ideas on the subject ? 

Mr. Lusky. That is correct, sir. A lawyer always tends to say 
“Your Honor” and that is what I almost said. 
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The CHatrMan. There are a few of them here who are entitled to 
that. Your statement runs into time, and we have three witnesses 
after you, sir, that we would like to finish by noon. 

Mr. Lusky. For that reason, Senator Wiley, I would not propose to 
read the statement. I would like to refer to one or two of the points 
that are in it without reading it, if I may. 

The CuHamrMan. I know something about the faults of lawyers, 
being one myself. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Lusky. Well, Senator, may I give you the full authority to- 
interrupt me at any time that I am overstepping—— 

The Cuatmman. Go ahead, si 


INABILITY OF U. N. TO ABOLISH WAR 


Mr. Lusky. In the first place, I would like to say that I think it is 
demonstrable from the experience of 9 years under the United Nations 
that while it has so far been able to prevent war, and I think that the 
United Nations gets the major credit for our not being in a shooting 
war, at the present time it is not able to abolish war in the sense that 
it can relieve us of the tremendous burden of national armaments or 
can even guarantee us that its ability to prevent war will actually 
prevent it for any long period of time. 

I think it is also clear that there is a type of organization which could 
make war impossible, and that is an organization which had all the 
military power in the world. I think that was known to the framers 
of the U. N. Charter at San Francisco, and I think their failure to 
make the U. N. into that kind of an organization was not due to any 
accident or oversight or evil design. I think it was due to the fact 
that they saw in such an organization a danger greater than the danger 
of war. 


DANGER OF MISGOVERN MENT IN WORLD GOVERNMENT 


Now, it may surprise you, sir, because I know you have heard rep- 
resentatives of the U nited Work 1 Federalists spe ak in other cities— 
it may surprise you to have me acknowledge that there is a danger in 
world government, but I think that danger should be recognized. It 
is a danger not of war but a danger of misgovernment. It is the same 
danger that Mrs. Harter referred to: it isthe danger that Mrs. Hughes 
referred to so graphically; it is the danger that led Patrick Henry to 
oppose the ratification of our own Constitution, the fear that if you set 
up a federated organization with power to make laws for individuals 
inside the States, that that organization would exercise its power 
tyranically, and it is the same thing that led the States to insist that 
our Bill of Rights be adopted as a protection against this federated 
organization that we call the United States Government, before they 
would ratify the charter. 

Therefore, it seems clear that the desirability of world federation at 
a particular time must be judged in terms of the danger of war, 
weighed against the danger of misgovernment at any particular time. 

Now, the importance of the revision conference is this: the danger 
of misgovernment is not wholly beyond our control. Written consti- 
tutions are designed for the purpose of protecting the member nations 
and the member states from oppression at the hands of a central 








48S REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 


government. Our own Philadelphia Convention in 1787 did exactly 
that. 


It was able, although no one thought beforehand that it would be 
possible to do or no one would have been willing to guarantee it, no 
one would have bet any sizable sum of money on it, and it still proved 
to be possible for a group of able and farseeing men, working in con- 
ference and having the advantage of the mutual give-and-take that 
exists in a conference, that exists in the United States Senate, for 
example, It Is possible for such a group of men to come up with a 
proposal which no one of them, no matter how enlightened, would 
have been able to develop by himself before hand. 

Now, what I suggest to the subcommittee is this: it is not possible 

know beforehand, before an actual attempt is made to develop a 
concrete proposal, whether we can at this stage in history develop a 
constitutional system which will both remove the threat of war and 
afford to the member nations, the United States and other nations, 
real protection against tyranny at the hands of a strengthened United 
Nations. The only way we can find that out is to try. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, sir. 

(The prepared statement of Mr. Lusky follows :) 


STATEMENT OF LouIS LUSKY OF THE LOUISVILLE CHAPTER OF UNITED WORLD 
FEDERALISTS, INC., ON UNITED NATIONS CHARTER REVISION 


RECOM MENDATIONS 


It is respectfully submitted that the United States should 

(a) Vote for the holding of a general conference of the members of the 
United Nations for the purpose of reviewing the present charter. 

(b) Send to such a conference, if it is held, the most eminent bipartisan 
delegation available. 

(c) Refrain from giving our delegates binding instructions on particular 
alterations of the charter 

(7) Authorize and direct our delegates to seek agreement with delegates 
from other nations on a proposal for general revision of the charter whereby 
the U. N. would be given governmental power adequate to keep the peace, subject 
to safeguards affording to the people of all nations, including our own, reason- 
able protection from unjust or discriminatory treatment at the hands of the 
strengthened U. N 

(e) Serutinize carefully any revision proposed by the conference, and ratify 
it if, but only if, it is found to be in our national interest. 

f) Recognize that the U. N. in its present form is an invaluable conciliation 
and collective security agency, and that we should on no account threaten with- 

rawal from the U. N. because other nations refuse to ratify a charter revision 
proposal of which we approve. 

1) Propose the holding of another general conference not more than 10 
vears hence, if the first conference fails to muster the two-thirds vote neces- 
sary for proposal of a charter revision, or if a revision is proposed but fails 
of ratification 


DISCUSSION 


The thinking which underlies these conclusions can be summarized as follows: 

1. The main purpose of the U. N. is to prevent a third great war. If it 
succeeds in this, it will have justified its existence. If it fails in this, it will 
perish 

2. The present structural form of the U. N. is not sacred. The framers of 
the charter themselves recognized that a more effective instrument for the 
keeping of the peace might be devised. That is why they included in article 
109 a virtual invitation to take a fresh look at the charter after it had been in 
operation for 10 years. 

There are two types of international organizations which may be effective 

in preventing armed conflict between nations: 
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(a) An organization like the present U. N., which provides machinery for the 
conciliation of international disputes, and facilitates the mobilization of collee- 
tive-security measures to resist aggression if conciliation fails, but which lacks 
the power to make and enforce laws forbidding the preparation or execution of 
military measures by the governing officials of the several nations. 

(bv) A federated organization having direct and exclusive control of all mili- 
tary power throughout the world and possessing governmental authority to 
prevent aggression, compose international differences and control armaments by 
means of laws—laws prescribing enforcible rules of conduct for individual men 
and women, based on the consent of the governed and therefore always subject 
to peaceful amendment or repeal. 

+. The choice between these types of international organizations cannot be 
made on a doctrinaire basis. Dangers reside in each alternative, and the choice 
must be based on an appraisal of the respective dangers in the light of conditions 
as they exist at the moment of decision. 

5. So long as the U. N. retains its present form, the danger of war will re- 
main. The U. N. can conciliate international disputes, but there is never a 
guaranty that conciliation will succeed. The U. N. can serve as a medium for 
collective-security measures, but collective security will deter aggression only 
so long as the collective alliance is kept strong enough to awe the potential 
aggressor. What the U. N. cannot do is to render war impossible by monopoliz- 
ing military power throughout the world, just as the United States Government 
now makes war between the States of the Union impossible by monopolizing 
military power throughout the Nation. Until this step is taken, and universal 
disarmament is achieved, international peace cannot be made secure. It is im- 
portant to recognize, however, that the inability of the present U. N. to dispel 
the danger of war results not from any failure on its part, but from limitations 
inherent in its structure. It is also important to recognize that these structural 
limitations were not introduced by accident or oversight or evil design, but were 
accepted and indeed insisted upon in 1945 by the United States and other member 
nations, because at that time world federation was thought to involve a danger 
even greater than the danger of war. 

6. The danger in world federation is a danger of misgovernment. If we are 
to consent to the abolition of all national armaments in favor of an international 
military establishment, we have a right to require assurance not only that this 
military power will be controlled by law, but also that the law will be made and 
enforced without injustice to us. The fact that the world federation would in 
a sense be our own government, in which we would presumably have voting 
power commensurate with our population and strength, would not in itself pre- 
clude the possibility of unjust and discriminatory laws. It can never be as- 
sumed that a legislative majority will act for the best interests of the community 
as a whole, if the community is divided by deep cleavages along lines of na- 
tionality, race, or religion. Groups which are disliked or distrusted by members 
of the society at large can rightly fear unfairness at the hands of the legislative 
majority. Even where such groups have minority representation in the legis- 
lature, they may be held at arm’s length and their interests disregarded by a 
monolithic majority. This phenomenon is not unfamiliar to Americans. It lay 
at the root of the sectional conflict which culminated in the Civil War. It has 
manifested itself in the many cases of discrimination against domestic minori- 
ties. It will appear whenever there are deep psychological cleavages which cause 
particular segments of the population to be held separate—their interests ap- 
praised coldly through the medium of group stereotypes rather than with the 
brotherly sympathy accorded the needs and desires of fellow human beings as 
individuals. The existing cleavages between the peoples of the world are in 
some cases very deep indeed, and there is a correspondingly great danger that 
a world federation would deal unjustly with particular national groups. 

7. The union of existing nations under a federal system must be evaluated 
in terms of the new dangers (of misgovernment) it creates, as well as the old 
dangers (of war) it dissipates. There is a natural tendency to say that the 
evils of war have become so stupendous as to be wholly incommensurable with 
any other type of disaster, however great. This is what most people think they 
think. On this premise war must be abolished at all costs and the only problem 
is to decide what it takes to do it. In fact, however, the danger of injustice at 
the hands of one’s own government frightens a man as deeply as the prospect of 
foreign attack. And the danger of such injustice is always increased by the 
formation of larger governmental units. 
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8. The desirability of world federation at any given time thus depends on 
two variables: the danger of war resulting from the absence of such a federa- 
tion, and the danger of misgovernment which might result from its creation. 
If and when the former danger is thought to outweight the latter, the time for 
world federation has arrived. 

9. But the danger of injustice at the hands of a world federation is not 
wholly uncontrollable. To an important extent, it can be mitigated by safe- 
guards built into its constitutional structure. When the two variables (danger 
of war and danger of misgovernment) approach equilibrium, the preparation of 
a constitutional plan offering a measurable degree of protection against official 
tyranny may be sufficient to make federation acceptable. That is what was done 
in the Philadelphia convention of 1787. 

10. The U. N. has two functions, both of which are of fundamental importance: 
(a) By whatever temporary expedients are available, to forestall a major, 
civilization-destroying war until the time for world federation arrives; and (b) 
to serve as the vehicle for world federation when the time is right. Article 109, 
which provides for review of the charter by a General Conference, establishes 
the procedure whereby this latter function can be performed. 

11. It will not become possible to make a judgment as to whether the time for 
world federation has arrived, until a concrete proposal for revision can be 
developed by a General Conference and presented to the member nations for 
ratification. Not until then can we envisage the actual operation of the proposed 
federation so that the danger of injustices at the hands of the new government 
can be realistically evaluated in the light of the constitutional safeguards which 
will be a part of the proposal. Therefore we should not prejudge the results of 
the revision conference. No one can say beforehand whether an acceptable 
federation plan can be developed at the present time. The fact that inter- 
national hostility is now very great is not in itself conclusive, because the 
destructive potentialities of war are also very great—in fact, are at an all- 
time high. As our own Federal convention showed, a group of able and far- 
seeing men working in conference may be able to evolve a viable plan based on 
mutual give and take, which even the most enlightened of them could not have 
developed alone. The urgency of the need to eliminate the danger of war forbids 
us to assume in advance that universal national disarmament under a plan of 
federation is not yet possible and that a revision effort would necessarily end in 
failure 

12. For the same reason, we should not hamper our delegates to the revision 
conference by giving them binding instructions on matters of detail which would 
limit their ability to join with other delegates in working out a mutually 
acceptable plan. No one has the wisdom to say dogmatically that the proposal 
must necessarily embody any particular features. The important thing is that, 
taken as an integrated whole, it must eliminate the possibility of war and offer 
us sufficient protection against misgovernment. We should send our ablest 
statesmen to the conference and give them full freedom of action, bearing in 
mind that our own President and Senate will have an absolute veto on any 
proposal which is ultimately offered for ratification. 

13. At the same time, we should recognize that men and nations can reason- 
ably differ as to whether world federation has yet become possible, and as to 
whether any particular revision proposal is acceptable. Safeguards which seem 
sufficient to us might seem inadequate to other nations. The decision to re- 
linquish national armaments in favor of an international military establishment 
is a grave one. Therefore the refusal of other nations to ratify a revision 
proposal which we may have approved should not be interpreted as willful 
stubbornness justifying our withdrawal from the U. N. To do so would be to 
sacrifice the precious service which the U. N. is now rendering, and disable it 
to serve as the vehicle for world federation at a future time. 

14. Even if charter revision proves to be impossible now, the way should be 
kept open for a renewal of the attempt at a date not too far in the future. There 
is great value in periodic reexamination of the problem, so that federation and 
universal disarmament can be accomplished as soon as world conditions permit. 
Even if a particular proposal is rejected, it may stimulate debate which will 
point the way to eventual success. Therefore, for the same reason that the 
framers of the charter invited a revision conference after the first 10 years of 
operation, we should do our best to make sure that this conference, if unsuccess- 
ful, will be followed by repeated efforts until the great objective is finally 


attained, 
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15. The General Conference should concentrate its efforts on the problem of 
major structural change in the U. N. because, as a constitutional convention, it 
will be uniquely equipped to deal with that problem. Its attention should not 
be diverted to relatively minor amendments which, though perhaps desirable in 
themselves, could be effected as easily through the regular amendment procedure 
provided by article 108. Since the present discussion is limited to recommenda- 
tions for action by the General Conference, there is no occasion to discuss detailed 
amendments of that kind. 

16. The fear has been expressed that revision proposals should be avoided at 
this time because the public debate on such proposals will highlight the short- 
comings of the U. N. and give aid and comfort to isolationists and others who con- 
tend that the U. N. is not worth preserving in its present form. There is always 
a danger that public debate on a difficult policy question will be perverted by 
demagogic distortion of issues. We cannot allow this danger to frighten us away 
from action which the public interest demands. Instead, we must insist that our 
political leaders avoid partisan considerations and keep the debate in true per- 
spective. The charter revision problem calls for sober and responsible states- 
manship in the highest degree. Upon our response to this challenge may depend 
the life of our Nation and of our very civilization. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. [Applause.] 
Mrs. William M. Culter 


STATEMENT OF MRS. WILLIAM M. CULTER, BOARD OF THE COUNCIL 
OF CHURCHWOMEN OF LOUISVILLE 


Mrs. Cutter. I am Mrs. William Culter, speaking in behalf of the 
board of the Council of Churchwomen of Louisville. 

The board of the Council of Churchwomen of Louisville wishes to 
express deep appreciation and thanks to the honorable members of the 
Senate who, today, come to us, their constituents, to consult and advise 
about a matter important to us all—the review of the United Nations 
Charter. 

This statement has been prepared by the board of the Louisville 
Council of Churchwomen. It represents the thinking of elected lead- 
ers who can reflect the sentiment of churchwomen through their work, 
‘ather than vote or poll of public opinion. 

It should be noted here that in October 1953 the subject of review of 
the U. N. Charter was recommended for study by the Cleveland Con- 
ference on World Order. Churchwomen of many denominations par- 
ticipated in this conference. One major religious group is placing this 
subject as one of four topics for study in a crusade for world order. 
At a later time, positive conclusions on charter review could be given 
by the council. 

Nevertheless, we do feel prepared to make certain definite statements 
which would be generally acceptable to most churchwomen. 


GAINS IN INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION UNDER JU. N. 


First of all, the churchwomen of Louisville are deeply concerned 
to conserve all the gains in international cooperation that has been 
achieved in many areas under the present charter. The U. N. goals 
Brees to bind peoples of the world together through improving 
iving conditions closely parallels the mission program ‘of the Chris- 
tian church and our own attempts to attain worldwide cooperation 
within the church. We wish to support and strengthen this work. 


REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 


MEANING OF “REVIEW” 


This group noted that much explanatory material on this subject 
uses the word “revision of the charter” and “change.” We are dis 
turbed. The charter itself uses the term “review of the charter.” 
“Review” could mean the evaluation and support. What will be 
the minds of our representatives and representatives of other coun- 
tries? We do not know. 

The council of churchwomen would not want to go on record ¢ 
advising any move that would result in throwing the valuable achieve- 
ments of the U. N. into confusion and question, World opinion so 
important for agreements among nations is not as unified as when the 
charter was draw in 1945. Those who think in terms of revision and 

hange, even with good intention, might focus world attention on 
divisive pol tical differences rather than the less dramatic but con- 
tructive substantial work of the Economie and Social Council and 
the sper alized agencies. So at this time in eood conscience we can 
not advise holding a conference of U. N. charter revision that would 
increase world tensions and result in loss of cooperation among nations, 

Meanwhile, we must bear in mind that a body of precedent and pro 
cedure is being built by particular and immediate cases that come be 
fore the General Assi mbly and commissions of the U. N. Patience, 
experience, and time will give us structure in this new field of inter 
national relations. In fact, there is more room for wider action within 
the present charter than there is support within the climate of world 
opinion. 


UNITED STATES APPROACH IF CONFERENCE IS CALLED 


Llowever, we know that presently this review of the U. N. Charte 
is automatically on the agenda of the 10th Annual Meeting of the 
General Assembly. That body, with or without the United States, 
may vote for review of the charter. In that event, we ask that our 
representatives approach such a conference without prior commit 
ments and with a positive attitude of exploring ways to use more fully 
the potential of that organization. We ask that such a conference 
shall be used to interpret the U. N. and to render interest and support. 
The United Council of Churchwomen has on many occasions recom- 
mended these attitudes in U. N. relationships. 


N. SHOULD NOT BE USED SOLELY AS INSTRUMENT OF UNITED STATES 
FOREIGN FOLICY 


Our final point is of enough agreement among churchwomen to be 
stressed when we consider a review of the charter—actually, a review 
ofthe U.N. The Christian faith binds us to peoples of all races and all 
nations. We share with them one God whose will is. we believe, that 
we work out our problems it 1 peace and cooperation. Therefore, we 
are bound to reject the proposition that the U. N. should be used only 
as an instrument of United States foreign policy and interests. To us 
the U. N. is the beginning of a better and fuller life for people 
everywhere. 

In accordance with our faith we welcome this opportunity in our 
lifetime to pledge ourselves to such a high resolution. 
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Phe CuatrrMan, Thank you very much. 

senator, any questions ¢ 

Senator Gitterre. Yes, Mr. Chairman. ask a question 
by way of clarification. 


COUNCIL'S CONCLUSIONS ON CITARTER REVIEW 


You state, Mrs. Culter, in your third paragraph that 


One major religious group is placing this subject as 1 of 4 topics for study in 
a crusade for world order At a later time, positive conclusions on charter re- 
view could be given by the Council 

Do you want to elucidate on that ? 

Mrs. Cutrer. The Methodist Church, for instance, is putting that 
study on its agenda, and it will be—our study in the Churechwomen’s 
Council will not be finished until this year, unfortul ately, and that is 


the reason we state that we cannot speak for the churchwomen;: we 


t 


can only speak as somebody who has worked with them. 


Senator GitterTe. Are you of the opinion that they will have 
reached their conclusions, comple ted their study, in time so that it 
would be available / 

Mrs. CULTER. Now, the Gene ral A ssembly, | be lieve, meets in Jan- 
uary, does it not 4 

The CHAIRMAN. sep embe rs 

Mrs. Cutrer. September. No, I do not think they will, unfortu- 
nately. 

Senator Gu LETTE. You do not think it will be ready ¢ 

Mrs. Cutter. It 1s just one of those things where the 
wrong. 

The Cuairman. A year from this September. 

Senator GitteTTr. A year from this coming September. 

Mrs. Cuutrer. That will give them time. 

Snator GiLLerre. You say: 

We ask that our representatives approach a conferen W it prior « 
mitments. 

Do you mean by that no commitments as to what we shall support in 
the Wall of review 4 

Mrs. Cutrer. What I feel most of the churchwomen feel is that we 
might go in without the spirit of negotiation and reconciliation, if we 
have prior commitments. We must give them a loose feeling, a feel- 
ing that they can do what is necessary to do under the situation. 

Senator, I had the privilege of sitting in under the formation of the 
Charter of Human Rights and also the Genocide Convention, and one 
of the most illuminating things that comes out of that is the meeting 
of minds ot people W ho are so different. | W ish everybody in Amer- 
ica could see the man from Egypt, the man from Syria, the woman 
from Pakistan who knitted all during this, and what a simple thing 
means to us would mean such a different thing to those people who 
grew up under different laws and different religions. That is the 
thing I feel that we should go uncommitted to the point that we can 
receive other people’s opinions. 


42435—54—- pt. 5-3 
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Senator Gitterre. The thought that was behind my question was 
that it did not seem poss ble that vou would take a position that our 
representatives should go into such a conference 


Mrs. Cutrer. I] see your point. 


Senator GILLerre (continuing). Without some conclusions to pre 
sent. hey should hot be irrecon ilable, of course. 


Mrs. Cuvtrer. Committed to action, it should have read. 

Senator Gitterre. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairmMan. Any questions, Senator 

Senator Coorer. Don’t you take into account that the delegates 
who would be in such a conference would, of course, be representing 
this Government 4 

Mrs. Cutrer. Yes. 

Senator Coorer. They would have to represent the view point of the 
Government. 

Mrs. Cuurer. Oh, yes; I do. 

Senator Coorrr. | would just like to say this, that while I am strong- 
ly in favor of a conference, I have always said that [ think there is 
nothing particularly wrong with the structure of the 2 NG It is 
really the question of whether the members will observe its purposes. 
I think you are right in this reaard. 

Mrs. CuLrer. May I make this statement ? I have felt, in observ- 
ing the United Nations and watching the development of it, it is ar- 
riving, as the British Constitution was arrived at, by precedent and 
by decisions that have been made, and we have seen powers taken 
from the Security Council and placed in the General Assembly 
through precedent. It may be that we will not have to fight our way 
to an Improvement. 

Senator Coorrer. That is all. 

The Cuammanx. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. Cunrer. Thank you very much. 


U. N. MECHANISM NOT SUFFICIENT IN ITSELF 


The CHaimman. I just want to say that in the various hearings we 
1, where we have had people appear M ho have regarded the 
Unite (d Nations as a fetish, and those w ho cannot see any virtue in it, 
I cannot help but think of the United Nations in terms of the analogy 
that you can have the best automobile in the world but if you put it 
in the hands of an insane person it will not bea good automobile very 


have hel 


lone. 

We have had the Ten Commandments for some centuries, and we 
have had violations of the moral code, but we have kept the Ten 
Commandments, thinking they are pretty good things to follow. 

But in pursuing the remedy which, after all, is bringing the human 
race to the point where people will treat each other with respect and 
live together in harmony, we must make sure that we do not think 
that the mechanism can do the job alone; there must be a rebirth in 
the consciousness of the individual. 

Now let us hear from Mrs. Beatrice Pearson, corresponding secre- 
tary, Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, Louis- 


ville branch. Carry on. 


eat sae 


er 


e 
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STATEMENT OF MRS. BEATRICE PEARSON, CORRESPONDING SECRE- 
TARY, WOMEN’S INTERNATIONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND 
FREEDOM, LOUISVILLE BRANCH 


Mrs. Pearson. My name is Beatrice Pearson, and | am the cor 
responding secretary of the Women’s International League for Peace 
and Freedom, and a statistician by profession. 

The Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom was 
founded at an international conference at The Hague in 1915. Miss 
Jane Addams headed the delegation from the United States. 

There are at present 26 sections in 26 countries of the league. Two 
of our past presidents were awarded the Nobel Peace Prize, Miss Jane 


Addams and Miss Kmily Balch. 
LEAGUE SUPPORTS UNITED NATIONS 


Senator Wiley and members of the subcominittee, the United Na 
tions 1s the outstanding agency in the world today in which men and 
governments can join their efforts to achieve their objective of main 
taining peace. Of itself the United Nations cannot create peace. It 
is an Important mechanism which men and nations must themselves 
use in order to create peace 1n the world. 

Throuch the 3S years of its existence, the Women’s International League for 
Peace and Freedom has stood for a strong international organization functioning 
democratically within the framework of law as essential to lasting peace. We 
believe that the United Nations represents a stage of such an organization and 
as such we give it full support (from the principles and policies adopted at the 
annual meeting of the United States section of the Women’s International League 
for Peace and Freedom in June 1953). 





It is our belief that everything possible should be done to strengthen 
the United Nations, and that nothing should be done to weaken it as 
an agency for the maintenance of peace. 


VETO SHOULD BE RETAINED 


We members of the Louisville branch of the league believe that 
there is grave danger in the suggestion that the veto allowed to the 
five permanent members of the Security Council should be limited or 
abolished. We are of the opinion that the veto power is the one thing 
which has kept the United Nations whole in this period of world ten- 


sions, and that to remove it would be to turn the United Nations into 
another impotent League of Nations. It was recognized at the San 
Francisco Conference which created the charter that peace could not 
be maintained if it were possible for any four of the major world 
powers to veto military action against the fifth. It was for just such 
a situation as now exists in the world that the veto was written into 
the charter. lf there were ho tensions, the veto would not be needed. 
It is also possible that the time may come when the United States 
finds itself in a minority position. If that time does come, the veto 
may save us from a most serious situation. We members of the 
Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom, therefore, 
strongly urge that nothing be done to weaken the veto power in the 


charter. 
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SUGGESTIONS FOR STRENGTHENING U.N. 


The members of the league in Louisville believe, moreover, that 
there are actions which our Government could take which would 
strenothen the charter as an agency to preserve peace. It is our Opin- 
ion that anything which seriously weakens the authority of the char- 
ter constitutes an essential revision ot it, and we, therefore, call to 
vour attention the following suggestions for strengthening the United 


RED CHINA SHOULD BE ON SECURITY COUNCII 


l. The de facto government of China should be given its rightful 
place on the Security Council. Secretary-General Trygvie Lie, in his 


memo of M reh &. L950, st . ated that if anew vovernment shows that it 
exercises effective internal authority and is habitually obeyed by the 

lk of the people, if hould be ccepted as the government oe the 
nation. It is becoming more clear every day that, and Mrs. Eleanor 


Roosevelt and Mr. William DeWitt state in their book “U. N.: Pad vy 
and Tomorrow” (p. 20) : 

The Peiping regime gives no external evidence of lacking internal authority 
We believe that the { nited Nations « cannot function as an agency to 
keep peace in Asia as long as the largest of the Asiatic nations is dented 
ItS place on the Se ULity Counell, a place that was given it because of 
the recognition of its importance to the Asiatic world. 


} 
| 
| 
| 


U. N. SHOULD RELY MORE ON PEACEFUL SETTLEMENT METHODS 


2. * The league believes that the primary responsibil ty of the United 
Nations as outlined in the charter is to operate as an instrument of 
med ation, negotiation, conelhation, and judicial review 1n resolving 


world tensions rather than to rely on collective security by military 


might } a mean ot stop pIne’ ageression or ett] noe inter! 1atio nal 
disputes” (Principles and Se 
We are of Che opinion that our Government of the United States has 


not sufficier tly ul ilized the Uy ited Nations to this end. We are firmly 
convinced that if the same methods had been used at the time of the 





Korean ¢1 as were used in the India-Pakistan and the Arab Israel 
d putes, that destructive war could have been avo ded. At this time 
our Government, without eve r hav Ine brought the matter before the 
Security Council of the United Nations, is considering sending troops 


to Indochina. Poel nited Nations inthis matter would most 
certal ly weaken its authority 


PURPOSE OF REGIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 


3. Chapter VIII, article 52, paragraph 1 of the charter states that 
the main purpose of regional agreements should be 
The maintenance of international peace and security. 
The North Atlantic Treaty Organization, and the proposed South 
Pacific agreement seem to be treaties for military action rather than 
for the peaceful settlement of disputes. Paragraph 2 of article 52 


States: 


= 
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The members of the United Nations entering into such arrangements or con 
tuting such agencies shall make every effort to achieve pacific sett ent of local 


disputes through such regional arrangements 


= 


The United States Government has not followed these ‘cepts In 
regard to Guatemala, nor does it seem to be plan ne to regard to 
Indochina. The foreign ministers of the Organization of Central 
American States are ben ( illed together. iccol ling to irticle 
the Courier-Journal of May 31, to discuss “collective action.” a term 
which has been used te ply military action. We would call to the 
attention of oul Preside tf anad the Senate ticle wo I be. pte Vill 
of the charter, which says: 

No enforcement action shall be taken under regional a n ent nia 
agencies Without the authorization of the Security Com 


As vet the Security Council has not discussed Guatemala or Indochina 
We believe that thi u applicat on to the Int ! ional Court ot 


Justice and the Security ¢ ouncil, all differences can b settled without 


war. We urge our Government to bring its great prestige to beat 
for the strenethenins ot these awencies for peace, by resorting to them 


) 
vs . 14h rit if | ° ot 
In Cases Of serious dithicuities with other nations. 


GENOCIDI \ND HUMAN RIGHTS CONVENTIONS SHOULD BE RATIFIED 


L. “Pe lencue believes genocide 1S a crime against humat ty and 
deplores the fact that the United States has so far refused to ratify 
the Genocide Convention” | Principles and Policies). 

We believe that ratification of the Genocide Convention and also the 
Human Rights Convention by the United States Congress would 
strengthen the United Nations in its etforts to spread lemocracy 
throughout the world. As long as the most powerful nation in the 
United Nations fails to ratify its conventions, the charter loses by 
so much the authority it carries in the world. 


U. N. SHOULD CALL WORLD DISARMAMENT CONFERENC] 


‘The league holds the von of the United Nations to be a total world 

disarmament enforceable lil del la \ ° | t le iVue recommends 

conference by the United Nations, 

including all nations, to consider the necessary steps toward total 
world disarmament” (Principles and Policies). 

The present dlisarmame it conterence now 1 SESSION 11 London is 

a hopeful Ss1o¢n. We bel eve, however, that re al disarmament implies 

that the United Nations must have power to enforce a disarmament 

agreement. An agreement for complete disarmament must have the 


1 4 ] 
his con cept Is Incomip itible with the concept 


the calling of a world disarmament 


binding force of law. 
of unlimited national sovereignty on which the charter is now based. 
Complete disarmament, therefore, requires either reinterpretation or 
change of the charter to allow for limitation of sovereignty in the 
matter of armaments. 

If the charter review conference should be called, it should con- 
sider the requirements of complete disarman ent al cl either tind a 
way to pro\ ide tor the hecessary machinery under article 26, chapter 
V of the charter or to suggest revisions ot the ch irter to this end if 
that prove necessary. 











LQS REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 


{ N. CAN BE STRENGTHENED WITHOUT BASIC REVISION 


Lo win ivize, the Women Internatio} “| League for Peace and 
lle bra el } | befor the ubcommiuttee ot the 


] SV \. 
S ite For ol Re lations ¢ omm ttee the suggestion that the United 
Nat ons Charte can be strer othened as an instrument to keep the 
pe { without Ss revision, thro o}) the following actions: By 
Pha tal y he veto powel ."o2 nacdmitt no the Crovernment of China 
to tl _ tv € oun |: bv the United State (rovernment working 
Vi v with the Security Council i tters of differences with 
rth tions: bv n taining the cor lintion character of remional 
rl enn is called for in the charter: by ratifying the Genocide 
mid HH , ts ( ve O ) ( for 1] disarma- 
ment the framework of e charter. 

hve ia IAN ite (y llette. hv aue ( f 

» mw (alll | Ni Mir. Chan an. Dut 1 \ int to thank the lady 
and her organizat n ror a vel concrete statement of recomme nda- 
T10 I vill no pel ! ally reac] the same conelusions oOo} ome of 
thie you ha reached. Statements of t kind are very helpful 
nf of work the sub tee is trying to do 

Phe CHAIRMAN, St or Cooper 

Rie N AI LRRANGEMI \ND TIIl RUI COUNCHI 

aT (‘or | I think t renson that reolonn eel ts have 
bye ( ec rye ise of the ft ire oT t Sec] C oune | to act, 
1 e of the veto by Rus i 


Mrs. Pearson. Russia cannot fail to act when we do not bring mat- 
nse itor Cx . What instruments do nations ive JUSI for self 


Mrs. Pearson. I think we should try the Security Council. Then 


I \ fj fails to act, perhaps we need to take other action. But 
ii ( ve never t1 (| ¢ rity tA | 1} have had 
Lif] tie 
sel ( ( per. We tried in Korea. 
\I 173 | il} QO? v. but t .U | o tec \rme io eS were 
to Korea bef thie os Co had an opportunity to 
the Lhe ov { Com | disei ed it and backed us 
uy 
— te Co er. They are debat ng I cl i { ow before the 
Se C l. I think 
\I | N « 
Sonate (‘OoPr] Ther 9 0 tion of whethe ‘ mn) ee vet 4 
on the avend What do vou do when the Security Couneil 
M Pra s I still feel t! igen n ti [ ted Nations, 
‘ ( nity Ce eil finds 1 ( ! { ‘t. then we would 
n acting; that it is up to the Security Couneil to decide 
ether or not action is necessary. If any individual nation can go 
on its own, then the United Nations has no meaning. 
sent Coorrer. Do vou mean that if ther should be aggression and 


the Security Council fails to act because of the veto of Russia, then 
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Mrs. Pearson. I think that aggression is a matter of the point of 
view. What appears to us as aggression may not appear so to other 
nations. I have read in the paper vesterday, for example, the South 
American nations have a very different attitude on Guatemala, on 
what they have done, than the ittitude we have It seems to me that 
is Why we have the Secu ty Cou 1 so that these things can be 
threshed out and the different points of view bro eht to bear. 

Senator Cooper | clo hot want to nraue the matter. except to test 
vour argument about one cf your recommendations when you say we 
should hoi rely on these reg onal agreements , 

Do vou recommend that in every case where the Secur ty Council 
will not act because of the veto of Russia, the United States or other 
nations should not act through regional avreements 

Mrs. Py ARSON | feel That ws y 1 the | nited Nation was set up. 


" en Wwe might ‘ We | Vi thdraw trom the | ted N irons: if we are 


not coiling to abide by its de lO} s. the why have Wi hould he 
bound bv the decisions oft the | : N. as much as any other nations: 
otherw ise there is no point in having the United Nations. We might 
as well withdraw. That. I think, would bea creat tragedy. 

Senator Cooper. ou thi the use of the veto the s alwavs a 
considered action by Russia / 

Mrs. Py ARSON, I think the time ay ome whe W also want the 
veto, 

Senator Coorrer. I think so. The United Stat has been for the 
veto. I cannot eet your reasoning ol t] one recommendation, 


Mrs. Pi ARSON, ‘| heat s the basis for it. If we have the U N. then 
we should work within the U. N.. otherwise we need not have the 
United Nation 

Senator Coorer. That is all I want to ask. 

The Cuarrman. Any further questions? Thank you very much. 

Mrs. Walter C. Anderson, presicd nt, National So levy of the Daugh- 
ters of Colonial Wars in the State of Kent ky. 

Mrs. Anderson, may | remin | you that we have a number of wit 


nesses who w ill have to be heard in the next 15 minutes, You have 
a lengthy statement here. Can you summarize the suggestions that 
Vou have for the iImpro ene tf or the disposal oft th harter / 


STATEMENT OF MRS. WALTER C. ANDERSON, STATE PRESIDENT, 
DAUGHTERS OF COLONIAL WARS IN THE STATE OF KENTUCKY 


Mrs. Anperson. Yes: Senator. I do 


Now, the gentleman who called me stressed that point, and I have 
t: this is mv summary. 

Senator Wilev. members of the subeommittee. and Mavor Broaddus. 
thank vou for the privilege of appearing before th listineuished 
body of the subeommittee of the Foreign Relati Committee. 


May I commend this committee of the Senate for this appro h 
to the revision of the United Nations Charter. . 

I am Mrs. Walter Carroll Anderson, of Lexington, Ky., State 
president of the Daughters of Colonial Wars in the State of Kentucky 
and a member of the national council of the National Society, 
Daughters of Colonial Wars. 

I am also a member of the Daughters of the American Colonists 
in Kentucky. I am speaking for both of the State societies. 
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\\ ( of the Opportunity to express oul position on the 
i ft Tonite i Natio Charter. and ope that Ou views 
ll? 0 F VW hone | iT | c| ivte \ 1] hye 
ret | o the United State wn pri ! ( 
i 
Ri { N SITOULD 1 MPH IZED 


l t¢ l rlaw cle Lipo il neeline p ice 
{ ) e] ot rid problems by the 
er] thus te ey toward better 
| Ves { vie ned and ould be emphasized 
Oo rte! ) 
( | \ QO! nila ( Pry oO ery e il Iss ly ot 
Cre Oy} eeking to prove world relations. It can accom 
1) ] 1) | {t wi eTrtal t ork througn the proces ol study 
ivbitration, advi ind edueation, but not by force. 
OPVPOSI ON WORLD GOVERN MEN 
\\ erely lope tl s committee of d sStinguished Senators Vv ll not 
11 ny amendment to the [ ted Nations Charter which might 
ware t irom a \ untary orga Zation OF soverelen natiol nto a 
orld government or partial world government. 
It ( tanding that pre Dos I< eure being nade fo. treneth 
el cr Tile | nited Nat Ol OF 1 tt he teeth mnto ww DV Col erting it into 
Ol vernment or a limited world government. Stalin, before 
death, approved this. Weare strenuously opposed. 
\ ive for world peace a d order, but the Ways te ecure them are 
. forced union of the world’s group. All have different 
tel | mad standards of law and justice, Chis has bee proven to 
is recently. 
ar ould any form of world government be successful with such 
ditfer t government ideas, pl ile SO} hv. and pl neiples as exist in the , 


orld today? Many nations want the United States to pay more 
our proportionate share of the U. N.. and the associate agencies, 
ve are out voted by these nat OS. 

For example, in recent days the WHO levied a demanc 


| for $350.000 





the | ted sstates. Q)ur Senate vould be very foolish to pay this. 

TI wever, the possibility of any orld organization levying it cle 

ind on the United States Government demonstrates one of the fal 

LC He 0 . world government. With such vast regions under Com 

l t rule and us outvoted., the results we uld be disastrous for our 

mstitutional Republe and our way of life. 

| vas tor bly demo} strated im the vote on propo ils for eco 

l ne ald and ae velopme) t. We want to keep our Federal Consti 

ind Bill of Rights which our Founding Fathers fought so hard 

oO secure We did not want to surrender our constitutional liberties. 
Why should we lose our birthright for a mess of pottage / 

| rther, Wwe object Strenuously to giving the United Nations the 

power to pa treaties and rules which might supersede our Constl 


tution or interfere in our domestic affairs. We want our duly elected 
representatives to keep their constitutional authority to pass our inter 


tional law I mean our internal laws. 
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OPPOSITION TO U. N. AS WORLD LEGISLATOR OR POLICEMAN 


We strictly Op} se the | t¢ Nat Dect or i oriad leo lator 
: 4 world pol enh. \\ el { té =“ t } ( thy [ | 
Nations Charter the ere cle te] ( d believe there would 
e enforce nt of article: lau Ot 
Nothing « Lined ( ‘ | ed Na 
oO lhterters ‘ tl 

| } nportiuhtl \ ( tye el 1 ( 
rt thr | nites Na oO) ( } ra oO t 

NO PLES 
\ +) ' \ 
,e urge t Cine i ( { \ ( tel ) 
I 
inible be ieed | Hh peop ) it Ve 2) Pie 
I i 
tt it { hi ted Natio 

| \ ‘ t t 

A Tit L1nel il } 9) \ evel t rol ec to ! pre 
f m. elthye the for ( ( ( ‘ t 
Int organiZatiol ! Was Tol e¢ 

VEI Wi SILO > BE I NEI 
Onlv sovereign nat ire its members. | dually and coll 


{ vely we, of the | nitecdi States f America, } ede ur atie@iance Ol ly 
to the United States of Ame i Wi ( ( \ cea that the veto 


{ ‘ 


power in the Security Council ould be reta d Perhaps in this 

way alone can we be assured of e pre vation of our Constitution 
and freedoms under our republican Gr 

No changes Sii d be allowed te ur Const tion, either by treaty 

or by any other method, which would pern does not 

permit the vote four o\ people vo ne ap} oft . ‘ 

CONTROL OF SPECiALI ) AGEN . 
i, hell Oe lla 


a ited. and aided 1 Ly iy i ‘ hy ¢ 
] } 1 7 
tanding privileg ad bl os 
AGA I \ .ea S { | 5 
\W ] 1] ‘ 4 ; { Ty bat 
e Oppo e ana W i ¢ nue te ) rey Ol ne Ulite 
N itions Charter w h ] ott lead | e Os tT any { nited 
state of America sovereignty o ny « { ( riven rigl { 


American e@1tizens. 
The United States of America is the hope of the rid. Why lose 


that hope é May God continue to bless the 1 | States of Ame a 


A ict 
IS oul prayer. 
Applause. 


The Cuatrman. Thank you very mu 
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-~ | I re. No qu 
= ( ( { | Nog t Tio} 
MEST JURISDICTION MATTERS 
| Cn M | int to read into the record at this t 


ne ! { iN n 
i 
i 1) l ‘ 
(Tha piv itement of Mrs. Anderso is folloy ) 
sS ~ I ~ N 1) I I ( \ I = 
Ix AND DA A COLo eK KY 
\\ , members of the subcommittees nd Mayor Broaddus, thank you 
for pl ege of appearing before t distinguished body of the subcommittee 
I » Relations ¢ I tee 
I \f Walter Cart Ande ! f Lexington, Ky., State president, Daugh 
te ( ! War n tl State of Kentucky, and an r of the American 
( Kentucky I m speak for both of r State socie s. Ow 
‘ sare glad of the opportunity to expres ur position on the revision 
f ti United Nat Charter and hope our view ill aid you in your work 
First, we \ ld like to commend this committee and the Senate for seeking 
the opinions of the American people on this important sue of the revision of the 
{ ted Nations Charter. It is truly an American approach, as this is a Repub 
lic rovernment of the people, by the people, and for the people 
Since ir subject is the revision of the United Nations Charter, these are the 
ch \ | h ila r aie 
HE 1 ( PREA LI 
rhe d word in tl U. N. Charter should be changed from “Peoples” to 
1 V"\ , itizens of he | ited State of America, owe no allegiances 
to t U. N ( a member nation of the U. N We are not peoples of the 
ty ed N ! N eople in the United States of America ever ted for dele 
gate ( esent them at San Francisco Conference, at any I N. General 
Asse! or at any U. N. Commissio The U. N. is composed only of member 
natior We here in tie United State pledge allegiance ¢ y to the United 
~ \ ‘ ‘ i 
PREA LE, FINAL 1 RAPH [END 
We iggest Accordingly, the United Nations Organization is hereby con 
nued t intary organization of sovereign states having such functions and 
powers as are expressly granted to it by the follo 


to withdraw from 





| ould give nv Nation, di itis 
t} | N \ soverelg I ion they could ¢ at right That sov 
ereignt asserted in article 2, clause 2 It is universally conceded that a U. N 
has the right to withdraw That important right, the right of with 
drawal, should be expressed in the charter and not left to implication 


rHE U. N.’S PRIMARY FUNCTION 


The Senate and the American people distinctly understood the primary fune 
tion of the United Nations was to serve as a worldwide diplomatic meeting place 
for the discussion and peaceful settlement of differences among the member 
ms Senator Vandenberg called it the “town-meeting of the world.” It 
ilso meant to serve in promoting respect for human rights and improving 
the economic and social status of individuals through advice and education but 
not by force It was hoped by these methods it would bring peace to the world. 

We feel if this committee’s recommendations should be to lessen rather than 


to expand the powers of the U. N., it will strengthen the U. N.’s chance for sur 
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Vival in a troubled world. On the other hand, if the committee should propose 
amendments to the charter which, under the guise of “strengthening the U. N.” 
or “putting teeth in it, would transform it from an organization of sovereign 
states into a partial or world government, it would encourage those who want to 
get the United States out of the United Nations and the United Nations out of 
the United States We are strenuously opposed t rid government. 
At the recent National Coun of the Nat Ss of Dauchters of Colonial 
Wars held on April 17 in Washington, D. C., this resolution was passed 
“Resolved, That ie National Society Daughters of Col Wars reafiirms its 
opposition to any form of world government, world federation, or to any inte 
mediate federation, to any impairment of the national sovereignty of our repre 
sentative Republic, the United States of America, b nvention, covenant 
or treaty 
t VI HI Hi POWER TO IN i IC Al IRS O ATES 
If this attitude mn the part of the U. N s, it ! possible for the 
American people to support Other nations share this ew For example, 
the human rights declaration recently adopted at Caracas, the 10th Inter 
un Conference, contains this p ision: 
inalienable right of each American state to attain economic independence 
its own cultural and social life without intervent n the part of any 
group of states, directly or indirectly, in their internal and external 


not help the peace of the world to have the United Nations meddling 





mestic affairs of the nations. 


AMENDMENT OIF Hk DOMESTIC JURISDICTION CLAUSE, ARTICI , CLAUS! 


Quoting: “Nothing contained in the present charter shall authorize the United 
Nations to intervene in matters which are essentially within the domestic juris 
diction of any state rf ; 


* (art. 2 (7)) 
Without the assurance of that protection the U. N. Charter would never have 
been ratified by our Senate. When the charter was under consideration article 2, 


clause 7, was used to allay all fears that the United Nations might assume some 
control over the purely domestic affairs of the United States and its citizens 
We have not received the protection that article 2, clause 7, was intended to 


provide 

Beginning with the San Francisco Conference, Mr. John Foster Dulles op- 
posed any precise definition of domestic jurisdiction He pointed out that the 
powers of the United Nations could be greatly expanded by evolution. The 
official abstract of his statement contains these startling words: 

“The United States had had a long experience in dealing with a parallel 
problem, i. e., the relationship between the 48 States and the Federal Govern- 
ment Today, the Federal Government of the United States exercises an author- 
ity undreamed of when the Constitution was formed, and the people of the 
United States were grateful for the simple conceptions contained in their Con- 
stitution. In like manner, Mr. Dulles foresaw that if the charter contained 
simple and broad principles future generations would be thankful to the men 
at San Francisco who had drafted it” (S. Doe. No. 87, pp. 287-288). 

In 1950, the State Department stripped article 2 (7) of all meaning when 


it announced in an official publication (No. 3972) “there is no longer any 
difference between foreign and domestic affairs;” later, in State Department 





» 


Bulletin of October 6, 1952, page 530, declared nations jotning U. N. subjected 
themselves “to what amounts to an international legislative system” that “was 
to deal with the individual and the rights of the individual.’ We want no world 
policeman or world legislator. 

See also the January 1948 issue of Annals of American Academy of Political 
and Social Science for statements by Mr. John P. Humphrey, then Director 
of the Division of Human Rights of the United Nations, as follows: 

“What the United Nations is trying to do is revolutionary in character. 
Human rights are largely a matter of relationships between the state and in- 
dividuals and, therefore, a matter which has been traditionally regarded as 
being within the domestic jurisdiction of states. What is now being proposed 
is, in effect, the creation of some kind of supranational supervision of this rela- 
tionship between the state and its citizens.” 
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overwhel ote reaffirmed its previous action in refusil to recognize in the 
treaty the right to own property We consider this a fundamental right The 
consistent refu of the Human Rights Commission to recognize the right to 
own property as a basic civil right proves how foolhardy it is to give any 
serious consideration to a universal bill of rights We need the Bricker amend 
ment, however, b iuse some future administration may helieve, like the last 
administration, that the American people should live nder a bill of rights 


prepared by the Human Rights Commission 

Ilow can any thoughtful American expect a satisfactory bill of rights to 
emerge trom i commission, the majority of members of whicl represent 
countries which fail to accord a decent respect for such fundamental rights as 


freedom of speech and of the press? 
(hh) TI) ] V. Draft Corenant of Beonomic, Social. and Cultural Rights 


The Morl article ] nts out the very close similarity between this proposed 


treaty and the constitution of the Soviet Union In addition, the former Chair 
ian of the Human Rights Commission, Dr. Charles Malik ef Lebanon, noted 
during the end of his term of office that recent amendments to the covenant were 
1! pired more by Communist teachings than by Western ideals 

C) United Natio Convention on th ypternational ) ht of correction 


Th treaty has already been approved by the U. N. General A “wbivy and 











open for gnature Althongh the United States has not signed Is treaty 
some future President may sign it and some future Senate may ratify it, with 
the result that we would be forced to establish in the United States a Ministry 
of Truth See editorial in Wall Street Sournal for December 23, 1952, which 
te sul arizes this treaty : “an mare’s nest of propaganda and false 
Che treaty would obligate nations to issue corrections of false and 
news patches no matter what its opinion concerning the facts 
uestion Under this treaty, any unkind reference in the American press 
Russia would require the United States to disse nate Russia’s propa 
enying the press report 
Even assuming that the United States will never s dangerou reaty, 
the treaty promises to do great harm to freedom of information It establishes 
un dangerous precedent and will inevitably restrict freedom of information in 
the countries that do become parties to it This is why this Economie and 
Social Counci hould be prohibited from writing treaties on such subjects 
as freedom of information 
(d Thel VY. DD ft Convention o dom of information 
Chis is another dangerous treaty that would give lega anction to suppres 


sion of freedom of information in the countries that become parties to it 
Here again, it is: immaterial that the United States may never ratify this treaty 
The United States delegate, Mr. Charles A, Sprague, who attended the I N 
conference working on his treaty, in a speech (Department of State Bulletin, 
November 17, 1952, p. 790) voiced this conclusion : 


lo su up, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the history of the last 5 years 
dictates its own conclusions It has been shown that the writing of treaties 
on freedoi f information is not the way to promote freedom of information, 
it least at this time Our disagreements range over too wide a sphere and 
they are not growing smaller We have crosscurrents of ideas and tides of 
opinion, Ww hich ebb and flow We cannot tell where they will take us, except 


that it appears certain that if we continue our present course, we will skirt 
perilously close to roc ks and shoals dangerous to liberty 

It is foolhardy to risk the loss of freedom any place in the world. That risk 
is unavoidable so long as the U. N. Economie and Social Council is permitted 
to prepare draft conventions on freedom of information and on other subjects 
that are primarily matters of domestic and local concern. 
(ce) The United Nations Draft Convention on uniform road signs and siaqnals 

Why should the American taxpayers defray any part of the cost required 
to establish global bureaucrats in an expensive hotel in Switzerland, where 
they can spend months preparing a treaty designed to make highway signs 
the same in Ethiopia and Saudi Arabia as they are in the United States? 
(f) Proposals for economic aid and development 

Not yet in treaty form, the Economie and Social Council and its subsidiary 
bodies are engaged in a vast amount of work which can only be summarized in 
a way Its proposals are designed to extract the wealth of the most prosperous 
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nations (that’s us) and siphon it off to nations less fortunate All these proposals 
simply add up to a massive redistribution of the wealth on a global scale. 
Eventually, some of these proposals will find their way into draft conventions. 


They are, in essence, the international adaptation of the cardinal principle of 
Marxist philosophy, that is, taking from each nation according to its ability 
to pay and giving to each nation according to its need 

It is absolutely untrue, as So many internationalists have claimed, that the 
Soviet Union has always been outvoted in the United Nations In 1952, the 
Economic Committee of the U. N. General Assembly passed a resolution en 


dorsing the right of nationalization of property without mentioning the duty 
t 


of compensation. On this resolution there were 31 ayes, 19 abstentions, and 
1 negative vote The one No” ofe Was Cast DY the United States 
Even a cursory study of the various economic aid proposals kicking around 


in the U. N proves that it would be suicidal for the United States to support 
uly charter amendment giving the United Nations any legislative power or 
the power to tax. Yet, that is exactly what many unthinking humanitarians 


urge in the name of “strengthening the United Nations 


10 AMENDMENT OR ARTICLE 68 TO LIMIT THE POWER OF UNESCO AND THE INTERNA- 
TIONAL LABOR ORGANIZATION 


(a) The International Labor Organization 


The International Labor Organization was in existence prior to the formation 
of the United Nations. It has semiindependent status. Therefore, it may be 
difficult for the United Nations to control the work of the ILO but the atter ipt 
should be made by amending aricle 68. If the ILO should refuse to accept any 
limitations on its authority, its connection should be severed. The International 
Labor Organization is busily engaged in drafting conventions dealing with such 
purely domestic matters as labo inagement relations, social security, medical 
care, and maternity protection. See excerpts from statement of Mr. W. L. 
McGraht in Senator Bricker’s speech of March 13, p. 2035 of Congressional Record. 
(b) UNESCO 

No specialized agency has created more adverse criticism for the U. N. than 
UNESCO. Although UNESCO is attempting to eradicate illiteracy and to facili- 
tate the international flow of education and scientific publicat ons, it has been 
engaged primarily in propagandizing the United States and beating the drums 
for an expansion of its power. The words “world governme are seldom used 
by UNESCO but all its propaganda is directed toward that In addition, it 
has embarked on such treacherous projects as writing an official history for the 
world, revision of textbooks, and in general telling people what to think about 
the United Nations and international cooperation All of UNESCO propaganda 
has a heavy socialistic flavor. Many of the more shocking publications are not 
issued officially by UNESCO, but spring from conferences and study space groups 
held under UNESCO auspices. The result is the sams Che world is being taught 
that world government is the only answer to the problems of war or peace and 
that governments were instituted among men, not to secure the blessings of 
liberty, but to build apartment houses and public health clinics 

We need not pause to consider whether or not the UNESCO propaganda is good 
or bad, right or wrong. No government agency, national or international, should 
undertake to serve as a ministry of enlightenment. The truth in all matters, and 
particularly in international matters is something for individual determination. 
It is eminently proper for children in our public schools to be informed about the 
United Nations and its activities. That instruction should be presented in an 
objective manner. All the necessary information about the U. N. may be obtained 
from the U. N.’s Department of Public Information or from one of the many 
sales agencies in the United States. There is no need for any propaganda organ 
such as UNESCO. 





11. AMENDMENT OF ARTICLE 100, DUTIES OF SECRETARY-GENERAL 


In view of past happenings, we would like to see this added to section 1 of 
article 100: 

The Secretary General shall discharge: 

(a) Any employee of the staff who seeks or receives instructions from any 
government or other authority external to the organization. 
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We are verv happy to have you. You are a teacher in Parkland 


J High School. Will you carry on, please. 


STATEMENT OF SUSETTE BALDWIN, TEACHER, PARKLAND JUNIOR 
HIGH SCHOOL, LOUISVILLE, KY. 


M DALDWIN, Sel 0} Wilev and members of le SuUbDCOTMITTee, | 


t te ink you very sincerely for letting me bring six young mem 
1 Of my group down here to have a bit of pParvl patiol ln vovern 
ent. ‘They are terribly interested in world affairs, and they appre 
ute viully having had the chance to come. 
The CHatrman. Thank you. Give the girls a hand. 
Nii = BALDWIN. Three oirls and three DOYS: there are three boys 
were, TOO, Senator. 
Phe Crairman. The record will show that three boys are here, too. 
RELIEF OF PARKLAND UNIOR THIGH STUDI is IN H UNITED N LIONS 
Nl Banowimn. At this time when teen ngers are more or less mak 
| nt page W th distres hg public ty, we thought that perhaps 
e op tic note might be a pleasant one 
Durine the past S months a group of rather young members of this 
it ( is bee tucly 1m al watching with keen interest some 
of the ties of the United Nations. Naturally their conclusions 
ot particularly profound ones—unless you believe that some 
I the very young can acti illy lead us to thin k more wisely and 
t¢ with le prejudice some of the problems we face. 


Durine their discussion , tnese children have studied and talked 


( Chie \ deas and ideals of the United Nations and they have 
cadeciadect that. though there are humanly weak Spots in the actual 
iccomptlishments of nation and people participating, that they believe 
thoroughly in the concept of a world freed from fear and working 
gether so that all people, every where, can live in peace and under 
st qding, Phey, of ourse, have never known anything except a time 


when the greatest danger lav in the fact that people might lose faith 


one ano hel anh that false iden lh} ioht undermine democracy. 
Studying the concepts of the LU. Ns Charter from a number of 
ot , (hese young ters have a deep CONVICTION that it we cooperate 


ery positive way and learn from the time we are very young te 


Herant, to respect the rights and the traditions of all groups and 
tO practice true democracy, peace ¢ in | » attained. 


Going back and comparing our own Hill of Rights—with its in 


] 


i 


numerable problems and its nece sary compromises for in tance, the 
fear of the small States of the larger States, the financial problems, 
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the necessity for authoritv anda leq ite defense n sure et etera 
to the problems of the U. No and its Bill of Human R its, they und 
there many parallel cases. The « tren, after rreat deal of dis 
CUSSION, unanimously aoreed that thev felt tl { i ( deals of 
help in the held of healthful | a medical a tal rehabilitation 
control of atomic energy, et cetera ina to them, ost important of all 
understanding and friendsh p, would enal le tl | ted Nations to 
achieve its goal if the citizens, y ga ( would hay ficient 
fe th in their leadet ina f each perso Wo ’ himsel o make 
democracy work and keep himself informed of thi k of the U.N. 

Whether or not tl | the time to make drasti hanges m the 
plans oft the U N. a they now st ad. W l not Oo ad way 
with the veto (wh h can b FOO O}1 vad) viet he ! ot t ‘ Lucie 
any nation, are problems too large for citize \ e attained ¢ 
the ripe old age of 1 to be very sure about. 

H mwever, the cons us t Op l lias ee] t while « rramn 
countries like Russia and its satellit re oft triment to umty, 
that it was perhaps w r te ive rol | iwthions by Way 
ot the Security Council and ie ( wel of the I N.. tha 
to alloy them to proceed \\ thelr ¢ pale ul} ec ke l. and that 
while the veto has stood in t rf cert Sit still] pos ie 

r the pe e-1o0\ ne big We tou { ivantag Uhe 
Chl ldren decided fo then elve { if pre 1 I cl Wit ! 
ts favor, and that a ch C mig yer pard e { rood nov elng 
clone 

They stand ready to b ve upho | the efforts of 1 ice 
loving nations to build friendship, understanding and world peace 

Che CrareMan. [ft k vol | t to gvoest that vou are doing 
lL Oral 1ob when you vel ( >» youngstel who tomorrow will be 
taking ove the gvovernment, to become interested early in the prob 
len that they } ive to Tace 

\s I have said before, it 1s a pretty small world, and every nation 
S how literally | every otnel nation’s b cky rad be Luse of our 1n- 
vention and In@wenuily Therefore \V ive le ( it th y trom 
Clie iwle of toda i future, and my these yj o 
Americans here, y¢ re doing a grand job 

Tha you. 

Miss Banpwin. Thank you Applause 

Senator Cooper. Mr. Chairma may I move that e names of the 
IX young” people here hye } laced hn the rece ral at I po nt. 

Miss Batpwin. I will be very glad tod { 

Senator Cooper. She can furnish the names. 

The CuatreMan. You can furnish the names to the reporter over 
here. 

(The hames referred to follow aN 

Thomas Campbell, Dennis King, Donald DeWitt, Sandra Jett, Shirley Peck, 


and Jeannette Litsey, pupils of the s 
High 

The CratrmMan. All right. 
Mrs. Lisle Baker. Jr. We 


Courier-Journal, is that right ? 


un 





eventh grade class of Parkland Junior 


derstand you are working at the 
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STATEMENT OF MRS. LISLE BAKER, JR., LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mrs. Baker. No, sir; my husband works there. I am—— 

The CuatrMan. You are positive about that, now / 

Mrs. Baker. Yes, sir. Lam a housewife; I do not do anything at 
the Courier-Journal. 

I should tell you what is not in here, and that Iam a former mem 
er of the League of Women Voters. You may find my thinking 
parallels theirs, but I had not previously read Mrs. Vandenbosch’s 
futeme 7 

My name Mrs. Lisle Baker, Jr.: my address is Longview Lane, 
Upper River Road, Louisville, Ky. IT am a housewife with four 
hildren 
The ¢ HAIRMAN. (,00d for you. 

Mrs. Baker (continuing). And a husband who is vice president of 
»Couner-Joun nal & ‘| Imes ( Or)., and of WH AS. and who is pres 
entry erving as chairman of the Louisville Committee on Foreigi 

My | band reorets that he has not a statement prepared today fo. 
youl committee. 

| have al bec helor of arts degree from Welle ley College, where iy 


Spe | field was international relations. Kleven years ago I wa 
urman of international relations for the Louisville League of 
Women Voters, and conducted a study group which met every 2 week: 
tire ihout the veal on the past ) veal | have been a member ot 
{ Vv group on international relations. Lam now serving as inter 
it il relations chairman for the Louisville Women’s Club, and 


have bee} recently elected to the board of the international center. 
REPRESENTING STUDY GROUP ON INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS 


I have been delegated tO appear before this committee to represent 
the study group of which T have been a member for 9 years. It was 
orennized at the time the United Nations Charter was being written 

San Francisco, for the specific purpose of studying the charter; 
mad it ha continued meeting once a month throughout the vears. Our 
members have taken turns writing papers on international affairs, 
r whatever countries seem most important at the moment, and 


‘ 


] 
tudvin 
we have watched with interest the influence of the United Nations on 
dangerous international situations. We have only 30 members; that 


is why I took so long to explain what it was. It is not well known. 
NOT FOR CHARTER CHANGES AT PRESENT TIMI 


We think the United Nations Charter is an excellent instrument 
and should not be changed at the present time. We feel that if it has 
not worked as well as the signatories hoped it would, it is because some 
nations have not observed the ideals they pledged themselves to pro- 
mote; they have not carried out the spirit of the charter. 


HOPE FOR EVENTUAL LIMITATION OF VETO 
We do want to go on record as favoring a change in the wording 


of paragraph 3 of article 27, some time in the future. We do not 
think it is feasible to change it now. But we have noted with regret 
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the abuse of the veto, and we hope that eventually it will be used only 
on matters relating to peace and secur ty, and not on “all” other mat 
ters except those of procedure. We particulat reeret that nations 
qualified for membe ship under article + have been refused admission 
to membership because the security Council refused to recommend 
them. 
EXPULSION PROVISION 

We also note that according to article 6, a memibe r who has per 
sistently violated the principles contained in the charter cannot be 
expelled except upon recommendation of the Security Couneil; but 
we would not change this article, for we do not think it would be in 
the best interests of the world to expel one of the major powers. 


\ POLICE FORC! 


} 


‘There has been some talk of “putting teeth” in the powers of the 
United Nations to obtain a police force. We think articles 43 and 47 
of the charter are entirely adequate. All that is needed is some action 
to obtain the agreements referred to in paragraph 2 of article 43. 

May we therefore urge you to keep the charter in its present form. 

The CuarrMan. I want to thank you. Your statement is a very 
good summary of the problems that will be faced in giving considera 
tion to review of the charter. 

That concludes the list for this morning. 

Apparently there are no questions. 

Senator Coorer. It was a food statement. 

The CuarMan. I want to say that you have witnessed today a 
forum whe re Ame ans oather, and they clitk ras W ide as the poles, 
but that is the American way. There has been no abuse or misunder- 
standing between the representatives of your Government and the 
witnesses. ‘There has been only a sense of reaching out trying to 
obtain the answers that we hope will be forthcoming. I want to 
compliment you all. You are hot only very handsome as | look cut you, 
but vou have demonstrated judgment and reason, and we are glad that 
ve are here. 

We will be seeing you at 2:30 this afternoon. The meeting stands 
adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 12:35 p. m., the subcommittee recessed, to resume 
at 2:50 p. m., the same day.) 


AFTERNOON SESSION 


Phe CHarrMan. As most of you know. we held a meeting this morn 
ing. and this is the meeting for the afternoon. 

At this point there will be inserted in the record statements by Miss 
Martha J. Brunson, president of the Kentucky division of the Ameri 
can Association of University Women, and Mr. La Rue Spiker. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 


, 


LOUISVILLE, Ky., June 6, 1954. 
SENATE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS, 
Care of Dr. K. P. Vinsel, Louisville, Ky 
GENTLEMEN: The Americans for Democratic Action has suggested that its 
members express to you their opinions regarding the possible review and re- 
vision of the United Nations Charter. Since it will not be possible for some 








om | I a e on June 7, 4 ! > 
i ! pin \ ( 
‘ { rst ‘ prinric n the imp I 
‘ { ‘ He of 
‘ ! bt | ing rie 
‘ ‘ \ ‘ (fs 
elieve cyt hie \ 
as ‘ roblems 
‘ ! i t I \ { 
} v ’ | til 
i ya | ‘ Nation ¢ ~ s fi le yi 
i . i i | lye nt lied 
( ‘ al the v 
i ‘ h ‘ ‘ f rey } te) 
‘ ( ed temy | per ( ig 
hint bring t ( er 
‘ \ Lit jie i pted tain 
oe! ‘ ‘ | ' , ere ed at he 
‘ ! ( ! ] ] pre ibly 
‘ | ere 0 ( bye | t¢ for 
f | ‘ cle he © n where ¢ ‘ 
Ti ( ‘ he re ‘ practica 
Me ‘ 1 ne ( « 
I re ¢ ti the United Nati is ll 
‘ Let us hi | nning which se ip iiita 
Ww partici in the | 1 Natio Mili 
ile \ { gh which ik lean reach its g 
{ Red C] ! t sent hie ! ‘ I L Nath 
<A Wol OW] dl s suc he 
, } f ! ‘ bree ad iv } le ft ‘ ina 
Kin en l tion Ci I tu ( | \ he 
t y [ ted Nat hrouch ( nu 
“ oun ( ‘ rit ! is close 
hie} } ( } sincere t Nn il “a reatlit 
en t! ( ent f back 
} enetit e ne ‘ Ving in those are; the itif tion 
( Conve f cult nd scient , ’ } 
I lt 
\ - \\ 
Ixy 1) ) . 
l A 
] TD 
| (J 
. ~ e) i” ofl 1 t 
e Inve CKY ¢ On ¢ the Ar I 
\\ en re I tl n the [ ed Na ns tl 
‘ ! ! he free orld 
| eS « he international relations committee, May 15 and 16 
\ ! io dopted 1 here is general agreement that ideal 
| revis wou ime th the present United Nations 
S ‘ ‘ el he ad the hii new int whional orga ior 
‘ iv changes ich would contribute to the eflicieney of opera 
| I N. Vv ild be regarded wit! ivor, bu ve w ad Si ( } 
tiona econsti tio In keeping with tl ipproach, tl 
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be formal introduced by experts in the U. N headquarters staff, 1 N. delegates, 
and the like 
Respectfully submitted 


MAR JANE BRUNSON, 

President. Ne chu Division, America issociatio f ] ( ty Wo 
The CHairnman. If there is anybody else on this list who wants to 
insert his statement ! the reco} l instead of being heat | li \ i ), 


The first witness this afternoon is Dr. George Brodscl f the Inter 


I 
> 
< 


STATEMENT OF GEORGE BRODSCHI, EXECUTIVE SECRI 
INTERNATIONAL CENTER, UNIVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE 


ul | ( ter, University of Lou ( ( f the faculty 
rT tre t } ty of Lo \ ‘ 

| - i statement pera nat rey ot t { LN Ons 

harter, 

Lhe followine statement perta ne ) er { e United 
Nations Chartei Di the International Ce { versity 
of Louisville. Louisville. Ky to a sub ! tec roe Senate Cx 
mittee on Foreign Relatio onvened on June 7, | t Louisville, Ky 

BACKGROUND ¢ NTERNATIONAL ( rE] 


The University ot Louisy lle. [nter illo il Center, 1S a nol profit, 


nonpoliti | organization concerned with the pre motu ol terest 
in International affairs among the citizens in the Louisville area 

The center represents 75 industries and commercial firms in thi 
aren which are engaged international trade. ‘I te ‘ontact 
more than 15,000 peopl year through vari cational and 
social activities. directed rd better unders ne of irrent 
nternational affan 

In formulating our position on revision of th harter. the center 
has endeavored to analyze the activities of the | N o 
of existence. 

l N. VICTORIES 


While the U. N. is far from a perfect organizat for safeguarding 
niversal peace, at the present time it is the « vanization the 
juman family has, and even if it has not sueceeded Coppimng | ag 
ore ions since LO+4D. stil] we should Oo e the oraal tion ft { I 

intial measure of credit she deserves for those « flicts 1 c| ve 
heel rest Ived by virture of ner eXIstehce 

In the cold wat etweel tf free nat! Sand { om Sts, 3 
free nations have won several mator victories through the U. N. on 
eanization. Our victories include: 

Withdrawal of the U.S. S. R. occupation from the north 
of Iran. 

2. The Balkan Commission which stopped Communist infiltration 
from Bulgaria and Albania to Greece. 

oe The Common police action of tree nations 1n Korea Vi ere ( Olil- 


t, Avoidance of hostilities bewteen Lidia and Pakistan. 


munist aggression was stopped. 
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Thro oh th | _N. General A sembly, where the United states hy is 


| vote and Russia unashamedly has 3, ow piritual leadership 
‘a ; : : 1 ae 
e work clearly demonstrated. In all issues we have overwhelm 
1 mp ( a 
pport from other member nations. These facts speak strongly 


or of our further participation in the UL N, 


() question of whethe or not changes houl | be made in the 
rter next ve r, our members have expre ed widely divergent views 
ro! ! rvey whi 1 we have col lucted have, for t] e most part, 
lect ipathet ittitudes and lack of interest. On the other hand, 


ery veunr we cele rate U7. N. Davy « October 24 l dhave avery warm 
pol ( l the communitv. 


lwo vears ago we requested OU) ¢ vie ind patriotic groups to donate 


1 flags to be exchanged with the member countries of the U 
ofl f] Lo ot the respective countries. The exchange was very suc 
{ | mad our community group ise the collection of VU’. N. flag 0} 
] 
| Li Of QO! 


NO MAJOR CHANGES SHOULD BE PROPOSED NOW 


We feel there is general recognition that the charter is not perfect 


nd is in some respects very unrealistic. At the same time, we feel 
hat recognition of current Kast West friction dictates that no mayo. 
paper n the oreal ization should be proposed at this time and that 


qr’ ntens 


ve educational program should be inaugurated and con 
ducted by the United States. to the end that when changes are propsed 


they will more certainly reflect the thinking of the American people 


} ] 
wore, 


The Cuarmman. Thank you, sir. 

Any questi . nator Gillette 7 

Senator Gitteite. Just one question, Mr. Chairman. 

flow do you suggest, Mr. Brodschi, that that last suggestion of yours 

ld be implemented, sO that we could iInaugura © OF develop a 
ter interest in this matter ? 

Mir. Bropscrit. I feel that there is a great gap between our internal 
rs and our external affairs because the American people, who are 

ry intelligent and very capable, who made such a great country as 

e United States is, they run themselves this country, and if they do 

run it at this time, run the international affairs, it is onlv because 

do not have the necessary educational background for this. 

proposed last vear at a meeting of the Department of State, that 

» Department of State make regional conferences and will go down 


to the grassroots of the American people, and explain to them the cur 
rent issues 


or stance, | proposed that there be an Ohio Valley regional con 


ference of the Department of State, and to invite a few statesmen to 
explain the current issues and the current proevrams as to the affairs 


also suge@ested that they invite all leaders of the orassroots., | 


fee] that there are many organizations like the Daughters of the 


American Revolution. like the Veterans of Foreign Wars, and others. 





id to which the country owes very much to these organizations. 
(merica was built by these organizations; and at the same time they 
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do not have the necessary information. Fo. hnstance, only a few 
aays ago lL received a call from a patriot orevanization, and they 
were very much worried about the flags. 1 explained to them that 
our one flao is the American flag, and nothu ry can substitute for it. 
but I do not know where they have all this information from or this 
misleading information; and even th ( ns ir | oreniiz 

tions have shown that they are not current with current sues, and 

we want to have this success in om nternational atlalrs we should 
come back to the orassrootl and analyz the problen and ask them 


for suggestions. 
We offered a few days ago the United Nations Charter free to ever’ 
tizen of Louisville. We had only nine requests—the ited Na 
tions Charter free. 
I will refer to the statement made by Senator Wiley yesterday 


ry 


in his most plendid address i our CotTnimenes elt, 4 e COMMPAred 
the I nited States of America with a cathedral. lama member of this 
cathedral, and | know that i all congregations OF ft s cathedral \ ill 
not work together and worsh Pp together, it will be 4 t a uULiding 


and not a living church. 

Unless we inform the people, give them exactly the problems in a 
‘eal democratic way, and then ask for their solutions, our foreign re 
ations will be as they are now. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Bropscut. I wish to add, I understand fully the anxiety of 
Senator Gillette, because he feels that the United Nations Charter 
should be revised, and if we will lose the opportunity next year, it may 
be the losing of a tragic opportunity. But, on the other hand, I feel 
that it is not time now to revise the charter, so I think, and I would 
like that it be put on the record, that the committee for the revision 
of the charter should meet and should decide a term of postponement, 
say, for 5 years, and after 5 years meet again, and maybe with the 
Lord’s help, we will have a new situation, and then we can 1 Ke 
he United Nations Charter more realistic. 

Senator Gitterre. Thank vou. 

| Applause. | 

The CuHatmrMan. Senator Cooper? 

Senator Cooper. No, thank you. 

L would like to say that I have been acquatated with the work of 
Mr. Brodsehi and his organization, and I know that he has done ef 
fective work. 

The Cuamman. Thank you, sir. 

Mrs. Clark Bailey, State chairman, national defense committee, 
Kentucky Society, DAR. 


] 
] 
I 


STATEMENT OF MRS. CLARK BAILEY, STATE CHAIRMAN, NATIONAL 
DEFENSE COMMITTEE, KENTUCKY SOCIETY, DAUGHTERS OF THE 
AMERICAN REVOLUTION 


Mrs. Batu ¥. I am Mrs. Clark Bailey. of Harlan, Ky., and ] am just 
a housewife, but Iam an old mountaineer and, as Senator Cooper could 
tell you, mountaineers are very strong in their convictions, and if mine 
are a little strong, just remember that I belonged to that organization, 
the one that the gentleman who spoke before me said helped to build 
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t} ountry, and for that reason really we do have strong patriotic 
Ie ! Line { 

Phe DAR in Kentucky has 69 chapters. We have 4,322 members, 
ind ire dedicated to the task of supporting and protecting and 
defending our Constitution against all enemies. To us it is the great 

{ hn { { isever Wwritt nd we love { 


| t 1) LR ] IX neue ky, as W¢ |] iS of th Nat On, would like to sup- 
1) t! | ted Nations. We PlleVE nthe WU) ted Nations so long as 


0 le { | i\ { it we ca lend our full uppol 
| | I>] ose Of l { org Ait y! thre i indine ofthe 
U.N., wa ve ar meeting place where East-West diffe 
i roned out We Or t il t will Olt ie hn that way 
{ i] 1 O full su ort back of it 
WW ro ao ¢ ne it we <¢ in to protect thre eP¢ rity ind 
| fetv of t Nath 
CONCERN OVER DOMESTIC JURISDICTION 
\ } t out hat It lk 1] parag ph 
re] olver ! nd I th that vou Lid VO 
if to the re ord 
‘ tained he m } ! Luthoriz he U1 1 N ) 
I ( 1 matte wl Lh are ( Li ly hin the d ¢ uUrisdal n of 
! Ve q ea bit of ( ern b I e we have felt ul 
the 4 ed Nati nou | hot e any concer over oul domestic 
iff | ( l De} ment of Stats i llet } ritten LOD, 
‘ rl to article LI, paragraph 7 t says that 
I} ( l nger anv difference ¢ een rel ind domesti ita 
| { ( rive quite a t of concer beceau it at on 
' ll. parae 7. of the ¢ stitution 
were So Vt ongly in favor of the Bricker 
ent I ‘ ver, Tol me al nd nt to keep 
tr he I | ) ma j 
\ Kt ¢ OL, OF I LAL] » AGENCI 
\ | ! ll well is ¢ } 
{ | ver ft ) lized iwenele 
\ thy, i ( N49 rosy) ito} “)) reg mmend ror the co 
! } vities of the specialized ag s, but 
( ( ou \ I S | e fend our support nd our 
( ( v ‘ Cl hel to ld ay ne OHNLTOL OVe!l 
{ 1 ie ¢ {| | | 1 1) tec re to | mit thre pe ot 
the t ! ) | Labor (dro IZATION I thi lk hat Ole was cliscussed 
1 | NEN () | eVuare two that nay oreat power. 
Phe | | Labs (ire Aarti Wits ore’a e ack during 
e | ff Nations, and it is a carrvover, but it is now a member 
{ ( | Nati , } il ed LWweNncle 
While it &@ senil ndepe ndent statute, it might not agree to more 
rol ov t, but if at did ne want to agree to the controls, then 


hould be willing to withdraw from the United Nations, and we 
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The conventions that are adopted within tT oregal atiol there 
have beet more than a hundred ot the em ventio rdont qd: | owever, 
only six have been ratified by our Senators, and though some of the 
measures, if they were vdopted, Ct automat ttt brings oOclal d 
med me: it spenks otf SOC il Security, 1 it evervone should have the 
rioht tor =O | Security, but | make l proy ] oO} vVho 1 1] may 
for it. Therefore. the United States could auto ti Iv De 1) o 
soclal security to the whole world. and we fee that t would baa 
rupt i 

In the UNESCQ, it L Specialized agency, { inder the 
charter of the United Nations. It is responsil for t clu ( 

lentific, and cultural things, but that is mor meets the eve. 
It 1h} lides more than meets the eve, LTN KS () i ror ts chet 


purpose beine to propagand Wo 1 | nited Natio i and Ww le n 


he documents written, the UNES( () locuments, t vy do not exn} 
SO much the words “world voverhment m” they cre elLiineg {ft to the 
groups that they bri Yin, tO vO ba ‘k and se] { oO thi people that 


thev come in contact with. 


They nave, a one ot the ma DrOVISIONS, iken the rewriting ot 
American history books saa projyect, and mn the \merieat ISTO! 
wolks They cl hot want to emp! as the patriotic people who have 
roul ded our country. but thev want us to be more world eitizens 
They want us to deal more in international affairs and to destroy 


the history ot our own Nation. 
Now. the World Health Organization ind I cut this clipping from 
a newspaper—it is very current, because at the meeting this May 
+1 


1954 the members there voted $350,000) spe il assessment to the 
United States. Our delegates representing us opposed this, but we 
were told that under the charter which we agreed to, that t was 
automatically oul duty, if it was voted Therefore, we were voted 
down, and the members representing ow Government at this meeting 
said they would do their hest to slip if throug 0 : ot to cause 
u row mm our own Senate, HDecause they felt hat our mel would 
Oppose it. and that is the reason whv we say to you there 1s dangel 
In a treaty, and we feel that it should come to vour attention, and 
that you should study and see that, after all, it is not just because 


we are old fogies, but because we are deeply patriotic al d love ow 


country that these things (lo give us concern: and then. as Was 


broucht out. we clo have our fl: o here today. l im really rlad to 
see the American flag because that is the thine that all of 5% a 
American citizens. love. It is our emblem of freedom and se urity, 
and in all of the plans that I have heard from church groups and 


others, I have not heard anyone say that we should rely on the Prince 
ot Peace. If we are going to promote \ orld pea e. that { has to 
be through the calling the Prince of Peace. 
which has helped to make us the greatest nation in all the world. 

| Applause. | 

The CHatrMan. You think that UNESCO and the ILO have legis 
lative authority / 

Mrs. SAILEY. Well. I think that things have been passed in they 
may not have legislative authority but if they are ratified by out 
Senate they automatically become then the law. 

The Cuarrman. Why, of course; that means two-thirds of the Sen 
ate have to approve it. 


rin and the guidance of 
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Mrs. Battey. It means two-thirds of the Senate present, and you 


remember this, that we have had some things passed up there with 
as few a 1X Senators present. 

The Cuarrman. I have heard that argument, but I want to say to 
you that the argument has in it a great deal of fallaciousness for the 


] 


simple reasol that. In the first place, a treatv. when 1t comes out ot 


the Foreign Relations Committee, ordinarily has had the unanimous 
approval of the member of that committee. The Senators all know 


about the treatv and ww we have the rules that there must be a 
rolleall on it. 

‘J he onl thing | want to make lear before th Croup Is that a 
treaty | to be approved by the Senate of the United States, and 
the argument generally is that you cannot trust your Senato ‘Two 
thirds of the Se ate oucht to be able to protect our national mterests. 

Now. I want to sav to von. that the 8350.000 for the WHO has to 
by ithori d and approved by the Congress of the United States. 

Mi Battery. I know that that true, but it was voted at then 
meeting 


Phe CHarmman. All right 

Now. we h ive other treaties that have to come } ack to the (01 Tess 
of the United States for operating funds. Even the funds foi the 
U. N. have to be raised by the same method. 

You are earnest in vour conviction, which vou have a right to be. 


but there is another side to the matters you have raised. 
\] Battery. I would be glad to get the information, but I believe 
I have had it from both sides. I would like t get ol the maili o | SU 5 


Phe (CHAIRMAN. Senator? 
Senator GiruteTre. | have nothing. 
The (C HWAIRMAN. Senator ( ooper ¢ 


Senator Cooper. | would just like to say that with Mrs. Bailey being 

! that mea that there are at least two mountaineers in the room: 
l am the other one. 

[ know Mrs. Bailey. I know she feels very sincerely and strongly 
itbout thi whole subie ee ; 

I would ke to sav also that I have felt that there too much ex 
pansion of the work of some of these independent agencies. I think 
the ome basis for eriticism not, IT would say, upon the grounds 

I { nk this witness has spoken of—the leeal vround and the 

eval ff tf then work but I have felt that they have expanded SO 
m it it has taken the emphasis away from the more important 

1 ot t ( work of t » | nited Natio 

| ld like to sav. beeanse there is vreat misunde rstandine and 
| vreement ibout the work of these age) es, that manv of them are 
ntervovernmental whi h were est tblishe 1 lon cy before the United 
Nati Va created, and that the U ted N tions, thr uah one of its 

ZA < Keconon vid cial Couneil has attempted to 

coordinate their work 

| mld say also, as Senator Wiley has uid, that eve though the 
be 1IZed agencies male recommendations. thev have to be approved 


by the General \ssembly, of which the United States is a member, If 
a recommendation ever reaches the form of a treaty, it has to 70 to 
the Senate of the United states and be approved before it ean have 
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any effect at all, Whatever action the specialized iwencles take has 
no effect upon the United States ¢ xcept perhaps this: If the representa 
tives of the United States in those agencies take certain positions, a 
great many countries Ww ho do not understand ow vovernmenta| system 
they take it for granted that the Government of the United States 
has in advance approved those positions 

I think that there ought to be a creat deal more attention given to 
the posit ons our representatives t ike in those organizations: but J 
agree with Senator Wiley that I th l k this dat ver has bee n mis 
take it for granted that the Government of the United States ha 1 
advance, approved those positions. 

The Crarman. Any treaty can be set aside by joint resolution of 
the Hon e and Senate fF all the vears ot « PU ernment only one 
treaty has been set aside, and that was done after ft opening of the 
19th century, when we set aside a treaty W th France. 

The question of our Government entering into foolish treaties has 
been overemphasized until fear wma hysteria have been created 
throughout the land: that is the Only reason I take the time to make 


that statement. 


WORK OF TITLE SUBCOMMITTEI 


We are here not in the interests of world government: we are here 


in the interests of trving to find what vour reaction 1s to the l ted 
Nations. If you want to do away with it, say so. If you have sue 
gestions on how to amend it, say so: or if there invthine else vou 


1 


want to say in relation to the United Nations, we want to hear that 
in order that we ean formulate our opinion on the facets. and make 


recommendations to the executive branch which will have to renego 
tinte the United Nations Charter, if it has to be negotiated. Any 
charter changes will have to be approved by two-t of the Senate. 

(‘The prepared statement of Mrs. Bailey Is as Tol 

Sra MENT OF Mrs. CLARK BAILEY » CHOATE . NATIONAT, Tht 

KENTUCKY Society, DA HTERS OF He A gCcAN Ry 

I represent 69 chapters, with 4.322 members The worl f the committee 
s to protect and defend the Constitution of the U1 { ; 1 tl security 
of 0 nstitutional Republic a st all enemies 

It is ow hope that the U1 qd States can continu member of the U ted 
Nations provided the role of a world policemat i world islater is no 
assumed by the U. N For more than 2.000 years efforts to establish poli 
peace leagues ind alliances have bee md he pr I renso or fai re 
has been the attempt to change t! pol | syste! t ¢ h membet 
resulting in a loss of national sovereignty When the ¢ stitution is no er 
the supreme law of the land d we are no longet grouy f sovereign St 
the one-worlders will have reached their objective e destruction of the United 
States Government 

The primary function of the United Nation s to serve s a worldwide 
diplomatie meeting place for the discussio d settlement East-West diffe 
ences—a union of sovereign nations working together promote tern il 
peace and se irity If the cot nittes _ rec me i I I neerning revision 
of the I N. Charter should be to lessen rather thar © expand the powers of 
the United Nation t will strengthen the 1 N's cl e for survival in the 
troubled world. On the other hand, if the committee should propose amend 
ments to the charter which, under the cuise of trengthening the I iene 

r . 


would transform it fro ‘ organization of sovereig! tes inte 1 tim 
or full-blown world government, it will encourage complete withlrawal from 
the United Nations, 
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\\ li 
1 4 f t l te \ ! ht 
( he pure ( ff the United State , 
Wel elved | 1 heal e 2, | izraph 4 
{ hve : ! lifferel 
( I ( ( secre f S ‘ a 
lt ns emily IS, 192 old ct red { 
| \ il t¢ ( ¢ a I i 
lea i a l | a 
a aqua 1) tmel f State B Oct. 6. 195 () 
mendin S er dis | N enty king 
pec ed To bviow renmsous Llowe t)hy¢ chemes te 
{ N nftrol ovel i evel se of hu n existence 
Ihe ) doned We ed ie B ket ymendine t t 1 col 
fel etween the ambitions of the obal burea 
‘ ‘ e! ~ ¢ eA 1 ‘ | es hat pl tio! 
e UI ds States event \ tha ft th United 
1 of o 58 to strengthen United Nations ¢ ‘ ‘ 
Art e DS mere provides that the { te Nations organi 
lations for the coordination of the potier ind activi 
of iwenecte his rticle should be amended so a » give 
! er the budge nd tl prog of all tl specialized 
( ed encie UNESCO and tl International Labor 
Orga ng great discredit to the U. N. its rh rtunate 
e | ed N ons organization actually bh no power to rb those 
UNESCO and the TLO wl cause so g i sentme ne the 
\ t Col ‘ ked to appropriate fan for this ec jie an 
d, | Congress cannot direct how the money shall be spent, no1 
OUNTINE he least that should be done 1s To ¢ ible the 
: ! ition to bring s order out of this cha¢ 
\ ( I e 6S tol t e power of | NESCO and the Intern 
I rO ( 
/ L Lathe Orga tion 
, | Labor Organizatlo riginated with the League of Na ms 
eX nee f r the abandonment of the League and is now an 
| t Nati It is therefore an intern tional body having an 
} t c eitl eovernl ents thx world ove ineluding our WY rhe 
ILOoOh 1 gover! ¢ body which constitutes hoard of directors It has a perma ; 
ne fhie Geneva, headed by a Director Get ‘ral and al mle staff. most of 
nathetic to socialistic ideas. They develop the documentary ma 
egarding the a enda items presented to delegates at the conference 
1a) } ‘ i-independent status Therefore, it may he diffieult for the 
Inited Nations to contre the work of it but the attempt should he made by 
ending at e G8. If the ILO should refuse to accept any limitation on 1ts 
! ction with the Un ted Nations should be severe d The Inter 
in Lal Organization is busily engaged in drafting cot ventions dealing 
I I nart with essentially domestic matters Over 100 ILO conventions 
have hee o dealing with such purely domestic m tters as labor-management 
re t : in S ritv. medical care and maternity protection (See for 
©» excerpts from the stat ment of Mr. W. lL MeGrath in Senator Bricker’ 


f March 13 on p. 2035 of the Congresst nal Record.) 


UNESCO is one of the specialized agencies of the U. N., created under the 
cl tei It is responsible for education, serence, and culture—but that includes 
more than meets the eye. UNESCO has been engaged primarily in propagandiz- 
1! the United Nations and beating the drums for an expal sion of its power 
Alt gh the words “world government” are seldom used by UNESCO, all of 
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its propaganda is directed toward that end Two major goals are: forcing 
treaty adoption of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights: and the revision 


and rewriting of every American textbook now in use—with first emphasis 
upon American history books, 

In the Saturday Review, Norman Cousins stated in an editorial: “If UNESCO 
is attacked on the grounds that it is helping to prepare the world’s peoples 
for world government, then it is an error to burst forth with apologetic state 
ments and denials. Let us face it: the job of UNESCO is to help create and 


promote the elements of world citizenship ' \nd as it concerns world gov 
ernment, let us not be so timid that we will back away from the greatest cause and 
ideal of our time. * * * The important question for us to decide is not whether 


we want world government, but, rather, what kind of world government do 
we want? For world government is coming.’ 
The objectives of UNESCO are made very plain in this amazing statement 


by Norman Cousins (July 19, 1952) It is altogether proper for children in 
our public schools to be informed about the United Nations and its activities 
That instruction should be presented in an objective mannet There is no need 


for any propaganda organ such as UNESCO 
At a meeting of the World Health Organization in Geneva, May 1954, it was 
voted to assess the United States Government an additional $350,000 over 
and above the amount Congress had authorized for the international agency. 
The United States delegation voted against this assessment, but we were out 
voted by the delegates who were not concerned about | ted States constitu 
tional questions. The United States ratified the WHO constitution in the 
proper treatvymaking fashion back in 1948, and a careful reading of that approved 
constitution does, indeed, seem to suggest that the World Health Organization 
has the power to assess member nations The World Health Organization has 
raised a little question favorable to the Bricker amendment 
Article 109 in the U. N. Charter provides for a charter reviewing and amend 
ng conference to be called in 1955. That year, 1955, can see the death of America 
free and independent nation, for with a paragraph strengthened here, and 
clause added there, the United Nations Charter can become and was de 
igned to become—world government. We would remind you that citizenshiy 
in America is a wonderful possession. To most of us liberty is priceless. We 
have gloried in our freedom but some of us have forgotten the price with whicl 
it was purchased. We are aware of the dangers involved in communism but 
are sometimes unaware of the menace of internationalism which could lead the 
American people into world government by the back door 


l 


The Cratmoan. The next witness is Mr. Sam Ezelle, secretary 
treasurer, Kentucky State Federation of Labor. 

(The re Was ho response. ) 

The Cuairman. He is not here. 

All right. Rev. Alfred F. Horrigan, Bellarmine College, is that 
right, Louisville, Ky. Glad to see you, Father. 


STATEMENT OF VERY REV. ALFRED F. HORRIGAN, PRESIDENT, 
BELLARMINE COLLEGE, LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Reverend Horrigan. My name is Alfred Frederic Horrigan. I am 
a Catholic priest and the president of Bellarmine College, a college of 
arts and sciences conducted by the Cathohe ar hdiocese of Louis\ lle 
and located at 2000 Norris Place, in Louisville. 

I appear here as a representative of the faculty of Bellarmine Col 
lege. I also have been authorized to represent the faculties of the 
two Catholic colleges for women located in Louisville. These are 
Nazareth College, 851 South Fourth Street, and Ursuline College, 
3105 Lexington Road. 

L wish, in the first place, to express our satisfaction at this splendid 
application of democratic theory which finds a subcommittee of the 
United States Senate going out into the communities of the Nation 
to seek at firsthand the opinion of citizens concerning the proposed 
revision of the United Nations Charter. 
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ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF U.N. 


Since the discussion concerned with the revision of this charter will 
hece rilv concentrate upon it defects, one should hot nec lect to 
hote it teast Ih pa vy, the genulle accomplishme} ts of the United 


Nat ane all edi agencies 
As Secretary of State John Foste1 Dulles said on January 18 of this 


Vt LI 
The Unite Nations as it is, is better than no United Nations at all. 
lay I rema hn passing, centle men, that since I know the subject 
will be discussed from many points of view and many backgrounds, 
and in view of the limitations of time, 1 have limited my sources rather 
exclusively to spokesmen for Catholic social thought. 
We also 1 to note here the statement of His Excellency the Most 
Rev. Patrick A. O'Boyle, archbishop of Washington, that— 
the United Nations, in spite of its imperfections is, humanly speaking, the 
Ly ( of international peace 


We record our full agreement with the statement of President 
Kisenho ronda wary 7. 1954, that 


e United Nations deserves our continued firm suppo 
SHOULD RECOGNIZI \S BASLC PRINCIPLE SOME LIMITATION OF SOVEREIGNTY 


We ropose for serous study this recomme! dation of the Catholic 


‘ t ‘> 
Association for International Peace: 
il lhe | be throughout the charter, under iving the structure and actions 
of the United Nations, recognition of the basic principle that no state is abso 
ite rounqu fiedly sovereign, that under the moral law the common good 
kes precede er divisive nationalism 


Significantly relevant to this statement are the words of Pope Pius 
1 


NIL contained in his Christmas message of 1948: 


Phe Catl ( ( ne on the state and civil society has always been based on 
he Lyre hat, i keeping with the will of God, the nations form together 
on aim and common duties. HKven when the proclama- 
i I me { practical consequences gave rise to violent reactions, 
denied her assent te he erroneous concept of an absolute y autono 
divested of all social obligations 
CILARTER REFORMS NECESSARY 

, oe ‘ ; . : : ‘ cash ' 

It seems to us that until this basie principle of some limitation of 
y , , } . ¢ 

sovereignty is reco@nized, it will be difficult to move on to two very 


specific and necessary reforms of the United Nations Charter. These 


fo strengthen the International Court of Justice with com- 
ional powers, Ultimately, the w illingness to accept 
compulsory arbitration will have to be introduced as a condition for 
membership. 

(2) To tind the means of correcting the basic weakness of the 
United Nations as constituted at present, that is, its lack of effective 
executive power to enforce majority decisions. 


a 
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VETO POWER SHOULD BE MODIFIED 


We believe that it is imperative that the Charter be amended to 
modify the veto power in the Security Council as was recommended 
by the Vandenberg resolution of 1948. This eliminates the veto on 
the admission of new members and on the pacific s¢ ttlement of disputes. 

Everyone will recall that the application for membership of some 
I+ nations up to this time has been successfully ve toed | y the soviet 
powers. 

To the greatest extent possible, the United Nations should have 
universality of membership. Hlowever, we state our full approval 
of the following statement made | vy Secretary Dulles on January 18 
of this year before, L believe, this very committee, and I quote: 

Unfortunately, there are goverments or rulers who do not respect the elemental 
decencies of international conduct, so that they can properly be brought into 
the organized family of nations. That is illustrated by the regime which now 
rules the China mainland. 


That is the end of the quotation from Secretary Dulles. 
SYSTEM OF “PERMANENT” COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP 


Serious consideration must be given to altering the system of 
“permanent” Council membership. At present, the permanent mem 
bers are the major allies of World Wat 

The defects in the present organization of the Security Council 
were clearly pointed out as far back as November 1945, by the Catholie 
bishops of the United States in their annual statement. 

The bishops wrote then that the United Nations Charter 


does not provide for a sound, institutional organization of the international 
society. The Security Council provisions make it no more than a virtual alliance 
of the great powers for the maintenance of peace rhese nations are given a 


status above the law. 
LC. N. SHOULD BE BASED ON RECOGNITION OF GOD AND THE MORAL LAW 


Finally, it is our fervent hope that the United States will exerciss 
its influence in every possible way to the end that the United Nations 
org: nization will fins ally be based eC a recognition of God and the 
moral law. Once more to quote the ‘athohe bishops of the United 
States in their 1944 statement: 


An international institution, based on the recognition of an objective moral 
obligation and not on the binding force of covenant alone, is needed for the 
preservation of a Just peace, 

The fatal weakness of our present situation is dramatized as we 
witness the Secretary General, or any other employee of the United 
pea solemnly swearing an oath unrelated to any Creator, law- 
giver, or judge. 

oun: sincere prayers and best wishes will constantly accompany the 
representatives of our Nation as they endeavor to e ‘ffect the changes 
in the United Nations Charter, upon which rest our hopes for a just 
and lasting peace. 

That is the end of the statement, gentlemen. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, father. 
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IPULSORY JURISDICTION FOR LNTERNATLIONAL COURT 


You suggest that the International Court be given compulsory juris 
qdiction ¢ I think that is what you said. 

Reverend Horrigan. That is correct, sit. 

Phe Cuairman. Do you mean that the court should have jurisdic 
tion over the political issues, too, like Korea, Palestine, and similar 
disputes, or simply juridical issues ¢ 

Keverend Horrigan. Primarily juridical issues, Senator, with the 
mplication of the possibility being involved that we might move 
toward a situation where each nation. upon accepting or continuing 
membership, would be willing more and more to submit to compulsory 

ternational arbitration all conflicts which threaten the peace ot the 
world. 

he statement. You have 
several new suggestions, That is what we like. 
tor Gillette ? 


Phe Carman. Well, you made a very fi 


itor Gitterre. I have nothing to add, except my compliments 
me presentatlol ° 
Horrigan. Thank you, sir. 
IRMAN. wenator ( oopel ¢ 
OOPER, | ao not like Lo take up much time, Dut you have 
unusual suggestions: First, that the International 
ould have compulsory jurisdiction and, second, that the mem- 
p of the Security Council should be changed. That is supposed 
rwary with the provision that five oreat powers should have the 
t thev have. 
| Horrigan. That s correct, Senator. 


PROBLEM OF ENFORCEMENT 


itor Cooper. Well, now, that implies, of course, that you expect 
ement of some opinion that the International Court would 
der, and that you expect a better enforcement of the decisions of 
» Security Council. 

I would like to ask your opinion ot the whole great problem of inter- 
org mnizat ie ] enforce ment, What do you propose about en 
ment 4 Doesn't it come back to the real issue of the villineness 

he } eople, of the members, to follow its recommendations ? 
Reverend Horrigan. Ultimately, I think, Senator, there is no ques- 
n that the ultimate fate, the ultimate improvement of the United 
ations, its charter and method of operation, depend upon the will, 
e attitude of the people of the nations, the willingness to accept the 


N 


1 


concept toward which the people have moved for many centuries. The 
belief that there can be enforcement by mere agreements, interna- 
tional polities or high agreements, I think, is only wishful thinking. 
Until there is the recognition, first of all, of a genuine juridical basis 

reat 
deal more than a mere treaty obligation—I say, until we have that as 
the basis, I agree it certainly would be extremely difficult. 

We would find the situation such as we have with the League of 
Nations, that any nation would immediately withdraw as soon as it 
was confronted with an unpleasant or disagreeable issue and, there- 
fore, | think our job which, I presume from the obvious and immediate 


of international law, of moral obligation, which is something a 


(rr 
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remarks being made by everybody, that our long-range and serious job 


is that of education, to create the will, to create the understanding, 
the atmosphere in our own Nation and other nations which sees the 
concept of a family of nations, united and working for the common 
good, which is not within the power of a single nation working along 
those lines by itself, 

The Crarn iN. In the lor @” run, then, athe r, 1 18 2 question of 
the moral responsibility of the nations. 

Now, in this country we have moral responsibility between mdi 
viduals, but if they do not live up t -we have cou . ind police power 
to enforce iG. and you do not conte) ip! ite some Internati ‘ police 
power, as [ understand from your statement / 

Reverend Horrigan. The statement did not make a specific refer 
ence to that particular aspect of the problem, r. I can see no 
reason Whit we should too haati iF nd nat least the long range hope 
that the prospect of a time w that at “ast a limited police 
power could be placed at the | \ ‘ the nited Nations which 
would he avallable for use, ¢ ia \ hin limited recumstances, 


REGION Al (RANGEMENTS 


The CHainman. | would like to get your judgment on the signifi 
cance of regional agreement such as N LTO and the proposed pact 
for the Pacifie in today’s world pri ture. What do you think of having 
those arrangements, considering the present-day mm! LOrality among 
nations 4 

Reverend HorricAn. I think there is no question at all, oe 
that the United Nations Charte ovides very happily for the legit 
mate operation of such regional sect : ‘ vithin the ee mae 
framework of the United Nations. 

I think in view of the present s here no doubt about the 


imperative necessity of such arrange hts, suc NATO, for exam 
ple, and | think It may be HNeCeSNe \ continue W th: Kind ot 
rangement for many years to col 

I think that we would have to, also, : he same time face the facet 
that it does not offer any ultimate basis of Security, use shed to 
its less pleasant, but nevertheless logical conclusion, it ans that we 
are going to have a series of regional security agen , ic] ‘ » not 
more than the old-line alliances or ententes lined 1 L\gainst one an- 


1 1 
‘ 


other, as we have had down through the we: Vv patter i past wars 
and past centuries, so J think it has the merit of a value, but merely 
as a standby measure. 

[ think a heavy and too long-range reliance upon it would be doomed 
to failure in terms of the things we are discussing here, which is a 
lasting and just universal world peace 


EFFECT OF TLYDROGEN BOMB 


The Cuairman. Do you want to give us your own opinion as to the 
effect wpen the nations of the world of the ereation of the hydrogen 
bomb ? Do you think the eX] istence of the bo mb will serve to bring 


the nations into some organization like the U. N. where they wil 
42435 54 pt.o » 
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agree to, and morally feel the responsibility to follow, compulsory 
arbitration ¢ 

Reverend Horrigan. I devoutly hope that would be the case Sena 
tor, and I think that it will be on, perhaps, adding one condition, that 
the people of our own Nation particularly, since we are concerned 
with a responsibility for them, and of the world at large, shall be 
given the most complete and accurate information possible on this 
whole subject of atomic power and of the development of the atomic 
and the hydrogen bomb. 

I think, perhaps, there is some reason to think that security regu- 
lations have kept from us, perhaps, a degree more of information than 
might be absolutely necessary in the cause of national security. 

The Cuatrman. Any further questions? 


MORAL CONCEPTS 


Senator Gitterre. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Father 
one question. Iam quoting, Father; you say: 

As the American Catholics bishops stated in November 1944, “an international 
institution, based on the recognition of an objective moral obligation and not on 
the binding force of covenant alone, is needed for the preservation of a just 
peace. 

It seems to me that while that is a consummation devoutly to be 
wished, that if we are building a house to protect us from the weather, 
we have to build it with the materials that we have available. And 
in building this world coalition for the elimination of war, we must 
recognize the fact, must we not. that we are dealing with hundreds 
of millions of people who do not have the Christian moral concept 
that you and I hold. In forming a coalition, if we wait until we have 
converted them to our way of thinking and acceptance of our Christian 
precepts we are not going to get very far. Isn't it true, Father, that 
we should proceed with the covenant—with the people who have their 
own view which is not ours ? 

Reverend Horrigan. Yes. I would make this remark, if I might, 
Senator: That I would again repeat my agreement with and accept 
ance of the statement of Secretary Dulles that a United Nations such 
as we have is better than no United Nations at all, and I agree, there- 
fore, that we have to do what can be done under the circumstances, and 
if this is the best agreement we can get, let us take it and make the most 
of it. 

However, I would say this: That I think the United Nations, and the 
distinguished gentlemen such as yourselves, who speak before the 
world for the United States in relation to such problems, I think that 
we should continue to exercise a moral leadership and an influence 
in the direction of ultimately seeking these particular goals. 

I think, for example, a review of the Dumbarton Oaks Conference 
and the San Francisco conference is somewhat discouraging on the 
fact that it was not more plain—it was not more explicit—in the state- 
ment and in the activities of our representatives, that that was the 
real goal, the real ultimate thing to be desired, toward which we were 
working. 

I think not only among Christian nations but among other nations, 
especially the East. with then deep religious evel though non-Chris 


RBCBIEN 


PPE cok aR: 
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tian background and traditions, there is a real respect and a real grasp 
of basic moral principles, which is wider, historically and philosophi- 


cally speaking, than is Christianity itself. 


I think there is a tremendous moral resource that can be mobilized 
and at least slowly moved on toward the fulfillment, at least partially, 
of this higher goal toward which we seek to achieve. 

I think it is unfortunate, perhaps, that thinking since at this time 
we cannot have everything we want, we are willing Z pass it over with 
silence, and we do not proceed; and one-third of the people today 
who are not yet clearly in either the Iron Curtain camp or the free 
world camp, I think, are going to be influenced very largely by what 


they see of the resources of moral idealism and moral principles 
which are there, at least, for the hoped-for future use. So while we 
cannot do everything, I think we can do something more than merely 
settling for what can be done in terms of mere legislative agreements. 


Senator Giiitetre. Thank you, sir. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman 

The Carman. Thank you, Father. 

Senator Cooper. May I ask one other question / 


RESPONSIBILITY OF THE UNITED STATES 
The suggestion is made at times that the United States should 


withdraw from the United Nations. There are many reasons adduced 
i favor of that argument. 


I would like to ask you this: In the | nited States we hold ourselves, 
and truly so, as a nation with high standards of living, and we hold 
ourselves out as a great Christian nation, which I think we are. 


Do you think it is a Christian attitude then that this great Nation, 
which has more material things than any other nation, and which is 
a Christian Nation, should Say, 1n effect, to the rest of the world, that 
“We are not our brother’s keeper; we will enjoy these things and we 
will not be concerned about the rest of the world; we will just Stay 
and hold what we have?” 

Reverend Horrican. I think such an attitude, Senator, would be 
morally indefensible on every possible ground. Politically, I think 
it would be an irreparable blunder. I think any sound philosophy 
of life, and especially from a distinctively Christian point ot view. 
the resources and materials and the fruits of this earth belong to the 
human race as a family. 

The human race is divided into nations and races, but ultimately 
it constitutes one human family, and the riches and resources of the 
earth were made by the Creator for the benefit and support of the 
whole people. It is the concept of the brotherhood of man and the 
fatherhood of God which is, literally, I would say, one single family. 
Therefore, we, the richest nation on the face of the earth, not only have 
an opportunity to dispense charity, but I think we have an obligation 
of the strictest kind of justice to share with the other underprivileged 
nations of the earth our economic and material resources; that we are 
violating the most elementary principles of justice, especially looked 
at in terms of Christi: Mm ideals, to conten tedly say th: uf so long as our 
standard of living is 701 ng to be maintained that we have no « ‘oneern 
about what is happening with the so-called backward nations. 











O28 REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 


I would say flatly I would think we would be obligated to reduce 
notably our own standard of living, if that was the only way we could 
bring the « ssentinals ot comfort and decency to the other nations of the 
world. 

Does that answer your question, Senator ¢ 

Senator Coorer. That answers my question. 

The CHarrman., \ny other questions ¢ 

Thank you, Father. 

Reverend Horrigan. Thank you, Senator. [ Applause. ] 

Phe Cuaiman. Mr. William Verity, foreign relations commission 
the national organization of the American Legion. 


‘ 
Ol 


STATEMENT OF WILLIAM VERITY, FOREIGN RELATIONS 
COMMISSION, THE AMERICAN LEGION 


Mr. Verrry. Mr. Chairman, I am William Verity, assistant to the 
manager of the Ashland division of the Armeo Steel Corp., in Ash 
land, Ky. 

lam here re presenting the foreign relations committee of the Amer 
wal Leg Ol. 

[ have presented to you a statement of some length and do not intend 
to read it today unless it is your desire that I do so. 

he reason that I have presented this statement of such length is 
that LT understand from our national office in Washington that another 
member of our commission appeared before your group recently in 
Greensboro. N. C.. and that it was the feeling that it would be better 
if the American Legion could present some historical background 
on how the Legion has felt about charter revision for the past 8 years. 
So. for that reason, having been a member of the commission for the 
past 5 years, I have prepared for your committee the feelings of the 
Americal L vion over the past 5 years as to charter revision, and 
I would like to leave that with you, and then tell you what our present 
feeling is, very briefly. 

| the } repared statement on page f it mentions a clocument that 


th American Legion published 1) 1948 which is called “Twice Is 


Too Often.” It is at the very top of page 4 that I make that mention 


of this document in the statement. I only have one copy of “Twice Is 
Too Often.’ and I have brought it down to leave with vou, sir, and 
L will present it after [ have finished this statement. 


The CHAIRMAN. It will be received and filed. 

Mr. Verrry. The American Legion Foreign Relations Commission 
had their last meeting in Washington, D. C.. last month. We were 
very fortunate in having Chairman Wiley as our luncheon speaker, 
and he oave us an up To date re umé, I should say, of world condi- 
tions, international affairs. 

Therefore, I believe that I should tell vou only today what the 
Legion’s thinking was as a result of this meeting in Woshington, 
which thinking was confirmed by the national executive committee of 
the Legion at Indianapolis several weeks ago. 


AMERICAN LEGION’S FAITH IN U. N. AND REGIONAL ARRANGEMENTS 


The American Legion basically has faith in the United Nations. 
We look upon the United Nations as our best hope for preventing 
further worldwide conflicts. 
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We believe that collective regional security arrangements, as pro- 
vided by article D1 ot the United Nations Charte are our best hope 
at this time of stopping the further advance of worldwide communism. 

We approve of NATO; we are hopeful that Secretary Dulles can 
develop a similar Far Eastern pact, 


OPPOSITION TO WHRLD GOVERNMEN' 
The American Legion is opposed to worl 
government. The American Legion does be 


Nations can be strenat he ned so that tf can be Ore \ etrective instru 


ment for the prevention of a 


ELIMINATION OF VETO IN MATTERS Ol GGRESSION 


We believe that consideration should be eiven to the revision of 
the echarte ¥ which would proy de fol these three 


es, and keep in 
mind that we are primarily nterested in the United Nations as an 
in trument fo stopping Loores lon, Kir Lt. Wwe would like to see 
elimination of the veto in matters of aggression and preparation for 
alVoresslion, anal nh our statement we ive clefined avoression and 
preparation for aggression. 

The CuatrMan. You mean limitation, not elimination. 


Mr. VERITY. We We ild like to do aw iy W ith the veto 1n matters 
that would be limitation, sir 


INTERNATIONAL CONTROL OF SCIENTIFIC - WEAPONS 


Secondly, we would like to see international control of scientifie 
weapons such as the atomic and 
in pection set up. In other words, we have approved all along the 
Baruch proposal of 1946 in which he asked for international control 


of scientific weapons, with an enforceable inspection set up. 
ESTABLISHMENT OF U. N. POLICE 1 


And. thirdly, we would like to see all of this enforeed through a 
United Nations poles author 

We have acreed for several years W ith a congoress onal resolution 
which was. IL believe. offered in 1950 as Senate Concurrent Resolu- 
tion 104, and the House Concurrent Resolution 253 to 271, which 
was offered by Senator Sparkman and sponsored by Hon. Guy Gil 
lette. and Hon. John Bricker, of Ohio, which was a congressional 
resolution for the establishment of a United Nations police force 
authority under a U.N. police authority. 

Basically, this resolution asked for an international contingent made 
up of mercenaries, so to speak, from the smaller nations, who would 
be an active force, and they would be supplanted in time of need by 
national contingents. 

It Is our feeling t] if Korea Col ld, perh LPs, have been stopped had 
there been such an active international police force at that time. 

That basically, sir, is the position of the American Legion at this 
time. 
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Our standing commission is studying all proposals that we can find 
concerning charter revision, and it is our hope that at the national 
convention to be held in Washington in August that the American 
Legion will have further to Say about charter revision at that time. 

The Cuaiman. Thank you very much, sir. This whole statement 
will be rec ved ind hiled 


The prep red statement of Mr. Verity is as follows:) 


‘ ! l e Ame | | ind present 

‘ ('} ‘ ad 
| | | is ini 

( ll I : ) 

| h f e | | lly felt 
f ! f e | N. ¥ | n organized 
p whose n purpose was to preve1 inother world conflict. 
ht } e « R ! ( itt nd because of the 
\ } ( s¢ itte eventil gore W pparent 
I N \ it I I the }] ivers oT 
ete \ \ ad f wi } é ~ Lire nad he 





i everythil tie It gthen 1 { \ » the strong 
ors ! hat most vetera had hoped and expected the U. N. to he 
One ! tic r took an active interest in the U. N., its weaknesses, and 
nh internatiol organization capable of preventing aggres- 
IWwof™M lletown,. O studied e alternatives of what could 
} 1 we r Ill nt 
I} Ww eached 
| R 1 its insidious philosophy of communism and the police 
I he | t f governme! d indu \ 
>» Apne . ets and the Kre n in the hopes of coming to a nego- 
! her y ind tt mn 
I | ed { n eff ve v « able of pre 
‘ ‘ ! g ‘ robal of world war III 
{ \ ! Leg ] ho alternative 8 In 
1 ¢ | 1) } brin I hb ’ 
i 9 t] After nsiderable 
‘ lin J 1 ! ition 
t w I 
t} Vv" ! ttey f aggression r preparation 
_ . rongh the ¢ 1} hment < 1s 
l ns nd 
} T I mie 


\ eg ! “ I ( n October 
f I \ strengtl f e U. N 
‘ ‘ oO } tive A to 
M ed \ i 

I » ( | MeLATIONS ! 7! 
ved e Midd « } a nN ¢ ber f 194 ind 
M | vi ] ( t hit cutive com 
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\ | l S| ! lb e A I m at sna 
New York City in 1947 In every Vea nce that time the 
Ame n Legion at its annual national convention has confirmed and reapproved 


} fo trengethening the | N. throug charter revision 


-~9 
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In 1948, the American Legion at its Miami convention said 

“The American Legion was among the earliest to recognize the deliberate 
purpose of the U. S. S. R. to sabotage the United Nations and thus weaken it as 
an instrument for world peace and justice Therefore, far from abandoning it, 


we promptly advocated that it be strengthened, especially against the misuse of 
the veto. The value of the United Nations as a ediunr for the expression of 
world publie opinion has recently been demonstrated by its hearings on the Berlin 
crisis. To make it fully effective, we urge that it be strengthe d by chartet 


amendments in three principal ways 
“First, by the removal | 





for aggression, and the 
giving it appropriate jurisdiction over individuals and tie i matters per 


taining to aggression 





“Second, by the limitation of world ar duc ni ‘ iblishment of 
arms quotas guaranteed by res e inte nai | py » the adoption 
of the United States formula fo 

Third, by the creati f equal CtiV ad orce 
under the control ra vl Zea See l ( l (ig ve Loree 
oli i mi linge < 

As a result of the s ta Mia é g ! | ani 
to sell its program f v | { N h publi Ma 

reanizations were app hed M greed Leg plat On of 
these istinguished groups \ 0 > Bar A This group 
passed a reso l ll which i | i t {) | ite ” ‘ ol M sl 1948, 
This resolution in full tf \ 

I 0 I \ 1 
l » Nations R 

‘A resolution recoummended by the committee n international relations and 
reform of the United Nations, was unanimously roved by the Ohio State Bar 
Association at its recent meeting in Toledo. The text is as follows: 

“Whereas we conceive it to be the v of a imbers of the legal profes 
sion and of all organizations of lawyers » urge and support the settlement 
of international disputes by w, instead « v force or v and to assist in 
every manner possible of 1 g¢ effective a world orga m therefor; and 

“Whereas the Ohio State Bar Association endorses the hig deals, principles 
and purposes of the | t Nat sas expressed in its charter: and 

“Wherea { s the ae ( this Ss iat n that he said charter and the 
organizations therein ere ed be stre the | to the t lring peace 

nel se ( I i ‘ ¢ eS he ¢ 1 

Rese i. That e os Bar A itic é t he | sident 
ind the ¢ o ( } ly ed & | ( t e organs 
established in he ¢l rte ¢ | N ( gy ¢ d to 
the utm hat ir eu ( ¢ f inte t il Court of 
Justice, one of the prin l f | ( 3 a ry 
Oo} ions ursuant to tl t f ( I \ ( sie ( ! 
the tern } to 1 1] 
of which terms at 1 in th at of ich 
may appear to the Gover ‘ i l ted St r hit se fT Ss, 
or anv of them e SU ted the I rh G ! \ el for 
advisory opinion as to wl ] th t ( t t f eace, 
aggression or breaches the ! ion: that the 
United States thus det ! I e ‘ ! | , e of w, 
it icceptance of > SUP I ice nen th le 
by judicial decision: and it is f r 


“Resolved, That e Ohio St Bar Ass ) { the Pr ad t 


and the Congress f the | 





be strengthened by initi ie the | rf ( ( ents to the United 
Nations Charter, as folloy 

“First nendment: Reorg t es [ 1 Nations §S rit Council 
and the International Court of Ju . with a more e representation 
of the nations, to provide a rule of rid to prevent ir, enfore je against 
nations and neoples. Also, to pi de for the bolishment of tl veto power in 
ull matters involvin rgressi r pre] ition f igz2re nly, while retain- 





ing it elsewhere. 
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Sen endment: Delegation to the Security Council of adequate powers 
t ppress aggression and prevent preparation for aggressio 
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ganize secu Council for the igid control of atomic energy and weapons 
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‘1. Reorganization of tl United Nations Security Council and the Worl 
Court with a more effective representation of the na ns, and a final decision 
by majority vote in all matter nv ! igcression preparation for aggres- 
sion. Also the abolishment of the veto power in a te involving ageres 
Sion or preparation for aggre on ol \ e retaining it elsev re Suggested 


cle 





ails would include 
‘(a) To reorganize th Se I Coun to consist of ) bers. 2 each 


from the United States, Britain and R 1 each fro France and China; 


and 2 selected collectively by e remaining member state 
(b) To abolish the present 1 t it ‘ f n or preparatio 
for aggression In all l¢ ases, de ! ot S Council s b 


made by a majority of 6 out of 10 | ther ‘ esent veto 1 t of 


the major powers e re er 
(¢) To define in eur S ¢ \ 1 prey tion Tor 
gcressk A\vgres ‘ vi weapons 
of violence b he m s ‘ / " ts 
cq é ( i ns f PP in 
ration for f ] Sly 
int tt i titi I ot 
exc Ve clit b ( 
| | , \\ { h 
Dp er { inter] | ( ete l eparation 
r gt l é st Its « of the I Zed 
securl ( ne é nt 1 subs il 
term Its dec I I } the scope its 
authority. be bindil 1 n zg I i l iu $ 
2. Delegation t Ser ( powers ippress aggres 
LOL nd pr vent! rel I I T o ~ Ss ¥ } 1 le 
(a) To estab in Ato LD \ f I ble to the eo! 
inized Security Cour fo e ri I ! eapons with proper 
safeguards rhe same ra n il } } ‘ e responsibi is to 
Dliologieal, chemica nd her f ( f ng or hereafter 
developed, wit ke safeguart 
(b) In the ease of othe ( ent, such arplanes, warships, 
rockets, and heavy artille Vv, the Security Coune to be eI! wered and directed 
to limit the total qual ty to be | Luce Ww I i and t LiLOt 
» ene f the five m ry ‘ s lual produ ‘ l 1, wl h it may 
not exceed, and to a to the re Lint ne ber st es a ¢ ective pr duction 
qu wl h shall b | au l I i ( i ) t 
Ari e! Aut } I ( l nD 


he¢ } | } < ( eht he 
U1 S ( I i R i cent 
é h es el \ ‘ 
1 
quota ¢ ‘) ] ( ‘ ‘ al 
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f I ( é “ ( ! e 7 el 1 7 pons if of 


SO! es ey r ] l re f 
author n ! , 
of R ae 
nspection or to 1 1X ( ; 
y Ete ; 
shall be considered at 1 , 
hey ma ire 1 nf : 
{ { LLpTM to 
{ | I \ I ( Sug 
ore d would ine 7 
! | I ) ( » ¢ ‘ y y d 
) national contingents re ! S p . 
(db) The Se v ( ! bh a , rol 
the active nternatiol Col noe ! do . the 
member states only ecru j I t} constitute _ ] 


army, highly paid and high t ! ind scipline hey we their 
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‘ nee to the Security Council only. ar shall be equipped with the collective 

heavy weapons produced by the Armament Authority in the smaller member 
ite il vy, 20 percent of the world’s production, or equal to that assigned 

the T ‘ Sf rare 

phe Security tingent to move 

t { te I nm tor aggression 

In «¢ ill move imme 
‘ te » re thre iv be stationed 
(at I 0 in ore ( Cul ‘ t \ er! ar iS Loops of 

ontingents sl st of the nationa med forces of 
t Wie nad sl be equi with the heavy weapons allotted 

| q it ‘ t I 1) re Ie force the nte 

l ‘ v he ‘ ecle i such need shall be determined by 
li ‘ ‘ { ( ! I ens the { ( { rent } | 
rik hie ‘ nationa ‘ gel I he ¢ a 
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( ( Live re g I a re mal defense nac 
f he p t f 1 of e | N. < i! We whol 
hear nD} e the Nort \t nti er a of imifications 

\\ ] , ed ‘ ’ ( ‘ yt} 
aggres n Weste Europe | the S ets A 1 stic and adequate rogram 
of 1 thi i stance to } t countt vill provide both an assurance of aid, 
nd tl ( to r B the United States, bound to the principle of self- 
he I ( t encou ot l evelop nt of defens e plan within 
the f mework of the et wl h wi 1 e clear to a that pact participants 
« to t ) f « the ponsib v of resisting aggression in 
the Nort ‘ 

We ge the pac oul es to help in the strengthening « he United Nations 
Chart t event ly t will be the United Nations and not the North 
A hat will polic rid aggressors.” 

Ame n Leg irged a regiol pact under article 
B11 of the rter which « led for a mut | defens pact for the Pacifi ea The 
purpose of the pact v dentical to the proposition now being carried forward by 
the H ral John Foster Du our very effective Secretary of State The 
Leg t was as follows 

We particularly urge our Government to lend its aid in forming a regional 
pact naer rticle 51 of the United Nat ns ¢ a ter, composed of those freedom 
loving « ntries of the Pacific and Far Eastern area who, through self-help and 
mutual d, desire to guarantee their mutual defense nd to preserve individual 


In May of 1950, the American Legio1 position on 1 N., as resolved by the 


We re ! e4 nt United Natior We believe that it can be made 
an effective world authority which can prevent aggression if the charter is 
itely as suggested by the American Legion in November of 1946 


‘1. Re val of the veto power in the two specific instances of matters pertain 
ing to nggression and preparation for aggression 
“? The adoption of the United State proposals for tl nternational control 


of atom energy al d the establishment of arms quotas both to be guaranteed 
through a system of positive international inspection. 

“3. Establishment of an effective tyranny-proof international police force. 
This force would consist of two parts, an independent active force to be under 
the direct control of the Security Council and a reserve force made up of the 
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national contingents of the major powers capable of backing up the active forces 
when necessary. The result would be that the United Nations, through an effeec- 
tive police force, could enforce its decisions, prevent aggression and the prepara 
tion of aggression, and so maintain the peace. 

“We believe that the American Legion plan for strengthening the United Na 
tions provides the essential basic requirements of, and the first steps toward, true 
worldwide enforcement of law and order, which is the immediate necessity 

“The American Legion is opposed to any form of world federation or world 
government, at this time. 

“In 1948, the American Legion recommended a nh il self-defense pact com 
posed of the nations of the North Atlantic area Our suggesth vas made fully a 
year before the North Atlantic Pact was approved by Congress 

“Asa result of the North Atlantic Pact the nations Western Europe, ¢ 
and the United States a militarily stronger than at y time since Ws 
I! Arms and essential materials are now flowing and must cont e to tlow to 


out allies in this area so it the North Atlantic P ntric wi ! e the 








necessary equipment and trained troops t make a formidat sf \ Zalist any 
aggresso 

We mw urge the cor i ( he t \ } I es W 
the United Nations IDSIS I f el f the I Na ms Charter to 
i mplish the objective im Legion | S ed above I his 
way the democratic nations 0 e West w thereb ( e ti e world their 
intention of making United Na effectiv ho f eace,” 

In 1951, 1952, and 1953, the A n Legion de similar declarati of 
faith in the 1 ‘ Nations nd se, reite ted e Le n’s ] 
strengthening the | ted N: t S inte an orgunizat ( ibie of reventing 


aggression 

The language has not been the same, but the i t of e language remains 
the same The American Legion does rm want ‘ IT] Legionnaires 
are not cont 


share in preventing world war III 


After considering many alternatives the America Legion s believes that the 
best vehicle for preserving peace is | preventing aggre on through the good 
offices of the I ted Nation If such is to be done e | ed Nations Charter 
must be amended to the extent that an agency of the U. N. is « bled to vent 
aggression or preparation fo1 eres I 

Phe Legion is opposed to world government or world fede m. We cherish 
our sovereign rights as freemet! We cherish the t . eed of America 


the American way of life 
We feel that the United Nations so far has exerted tremend : efforts towa 


leveling economic and social eq tle { 1tS Sixt a emi Not eno n 
attention has been devoted to preve x ageress dy ( irly the irther 
spread of the vicious cance Or I 

I Legic elie nal ¢ need 
continued and conti eX] rati b ind throug! ! I abe on f th 
United Nations Any i ieveliopment I ‘ ne eS e painfu slow. 
We are not fearf of « huing pl f n Ss reg under the auspices 
of the United Nat 

However, the American Legion still looks to the United N | s the or 
organization that can keep the peace. Our mai nterest in the U. N 1 its 
ability to deter and prevent £eTeSSIOI ! hus ¢ e threat orld 
war ITI 


The | N. ji presently not f eessful in tl | re 
it is impotent. 
We believe that the charter should | mene { N capable f 





earryving out its re nNurpose is ualized cu Legio 

We believe th: in | \ 

1. Reorganizing the Security Coune ha ep ! on ver 
basis, with fuller reeognitio f the nation of “lf oO 
are the nations in facet whe e ow ! to l : 
the veto I matters of =| ~ ! rT Pal ! =S al iil b 
safely discard 

2. International conti of scic fic weapor St must lude 
inspection by international teams of inspectors of a t s wl possess the 
ability to produce atomic bombs, hydrogen bombs, gern rfare or other scic 


tific weapons. 
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The American Legion is, as you can see, currently interested in charter 
revision, and currently studying revision matters through a subcommittee of 
the standing foreign relations commission Further and 
concerning charter revision should be forthcoming after this study has been 
completed, and after the national convention of the American Legion in Wash 
ington, D. C., in late August. 


more complete proposals 


The CyatrrmMan. Senator Gillette ? 

Senator GitteTrr. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Coorer. Do you think an international police force would 
be of any great value now when Russia and the United States are 
the two nations which possess the nuclear weapons—perhaps Eng- 
land has some—but they are concentrated in the hands of the two 
great powers ¢ 

Mr. Vertry. No. sir: I do not believe that as presently—in the 
present world condition, that the international police force would 
be, as an example, too effective in Indochina. 

But it is our feeling that if international control of scientific weap- 
ons can ever come about, and we can have an enforceable inspection 
setup which will, therefore, put the atom bomb and the hydrogen 
bomb in some type of control, then the international police force that 
we visualize, and we believe that these many Senators and Repre- 
sentatives visualized in L950, would be of effect. 

Senator Coorer. Thank you. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 


rHE VETO 


The Cuairman. I understood that you wanted to eliminate the veto 
in all matters, but your statement reads: 

Limitation of the use of the veto in matters of aggression or preparation 
for aggression. 

Mr. Vertry. Yes, sir. 

The CuamrMan. That is, you would do away with the veto in those 
particular instances ? 

Mr. Vertry. We would do away with it. 

The CuarrMan. But you would not otherwise limit it 

Mr. VERITY. No, sir: we are not for further limitation of the veto 
at this time. 

The CuamMan. How about in connection with membership ? 

Mr. Vertry. We have gone on record as being behind the Vanden- 
berg resolution, sir. However, you will note from what we are talk- 
ing about in our statements, it is primarily the prevention of aggres- 
sion: that is the main interest of the American Legion. 

We are interested in the social and economic aspects of the United 
Nations, but primarily we are interested in them being effective 
enough to stop aggression at the start or even before it starts. 


SPECIALIZED AGENCIES 


The CuarrMan. Have you considered the specialized agencies, like 
ILO? 

Mr. VERITY. No. sir. We have dealt very—we have had very few 
dealings with the International Labor Organization. I am now talk- 
ing about the Foreign Relations Commission. 
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We have concentrated our efforts on attempting to have the na- 
tional American Legion make policy statements concerning what we 
think is the primary function of the United Nations, and that is the 
prevention of aggression. 

The Cuaiman. You have not taken any position on the World 
Health Organization or UNESCO? 

Mr. Verrry. Not to my knowledge, sir. 

The Cramman. Have you made a study of those organizations to 
see whether or not you believe they are instrumentalities for world 
good or whether they are liable to impair our own sovereignty as has 
been suge@ested ? 

Mr. Verrry. Yes, sir; we have studied them. I thought you meant 
had we made a statement on them. We had not made a statement. 
We had studied them. 

In fact, in Washington last month we spent 2 full days in the State 
Depar tment hearing about the very things they are doing in that re 
gard. But we have made no statements as to whether or not we think 
they are effective in this primary thing we are interested in, and that is 
avoiding world war III. 

The CratrrMan. Did you draw any conclusions as to whether or 
not they were contributing constructively to international relations, 
or were in any way impinging upon the rights of American citizens 
or American sovereignty ? 

Mr. Vertry. Yes, sir. We had the feeling that, as Senator ( ‘ooper 
brought up here very briefly, we feel sometimes they go too far afield 
in delving into a great many things that are not necessarily in our 
public interest. 

The Cuarrman. You feel there are personnel in those organiza 
tions who sometimes vO a little astray at times, like they do even in 
America at times ? 

Mr. Verrry. Yes, sir; it is our feeling that they are being very gen- 
erous with our money. 

The CuarrmMan. All right, sir. 

Any questions# Thank you. 

| Applau e. | 

The CHairman. Mrs. William C. Major. Carry on. 

(The document entitled “Twice Is Too Often” is on file with the 


committee. ) 


STATEMENT OF MRS. WILLIAM C. MAJOR, PRESIDENT, LOUISVILLE 
LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS 


Mrs. Masor. IT am Mrs. William C. Major, housewife, and presi- 
dent of the Louisville League of Women Voters. There has been a 
League of Women Voters in Louisville since 1920, the same year that 
the National League of Women Voters was established, and we now 
have 530 members in our local league. 


U. N, AS CORNERSTONE OF UNITED STATES FOREIGN POLICY 


While the League of Women Voters has made no decision on speci- 
fics of charter revision, we unequivocally support the U. N. as essen- 
tial to the conduct of United States foreign relations, indeed as the 
cornerstone of our foreign policy. We have been in the forefront of 
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those encouraging an extension of international authority through a 
maximum use of the U. N. A strong U. N. acts as a forum reflecting 
the frailties as well as the wisdom of people and their institutions 
in a different era. As a permanent organization the U. N. is a far 
more effective and efficient means of conferring with other nations than 
any number of special conferences would be. How better can we 
learn to know about other nations or they about us than in living 
talking, working side by side, where reasons behind our differences 
become apparent at the same time as the ditferences themselves. 


SUPPORT FOR PRESENT CELARTER PROVISIONS 


Our approach to studying the U. N. has not been in terms of rede- 
fining or amending its powers and functions but. on the contrary, 
in elving the fulles support and in terpreti ition to the present pro 
visions of the cae To this end and to enable the U. N. to fulfill 
its responsibility for world security, the League of Women Voters 
supported the “uniting for peace resolution” which permits the Gen 
eral Assembly in the face of a Se urity Council veto to consider any 
threat to the peace ind to check it even to the pomt of using armed 


for ce, 


EXTENSION OF INTERNATIONAL COURT AND USE OF WORLD COURT 


Recognizing that in the absence of codified international law, the 
decisions ot _ | » N. are very likely to be determined by politics a} 
expediency, » League of Women Voters has considered as essential 
the extension ail international law and an increase in the authority 
and use of the World Court. In view of this con een we sup yported 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 72 (Sist Cone. 2d sess.), objective of 
which was the development of the powers and procedures of the U.N. 


SUPPORT FOR PRINCIPLE OF UNIVERSAL MEMBERSHIP 


Concluding that ultimate world peace and secur ty was dependent 
on the united action of all nations, the League of Women Voters has 
supported historically the principle of universal membership. How- 
ever, we are not unaware that the changing political situation of the 
worl | may produce its own lmpet tives: therefore, w ithout a juesti on, 
if specific revisions were propé sed with respect to universal member 

ship to the extent presently proy ided in articles 3 through 5 of the 
U. N. Charter, the League of Women Voters would want to make a 


detailed study before reaching any conclusion. 
ACCOMPLISHMENTS OF U. N. AND SPECIALIZED AGENCIES 


While there is no denying the fact that the U. N. has been less 
successful in fulfilling its security obligations, the League of Women 
Voters feels that the U. N. has an impressive record of accomplish- 
ment in the solution of many world political, social, and economic 
problems. Political failures inspire the sensationalism around which 
headlines are built. The speci: alized agencies, howeve ars have been 
quietly winning battles against diseases which recognize no national 
boundaries, against starvation, poverty, and ignorance. The U. N. 
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was set up with a twofold purpose preventing war and promoting 
peace. In a large measure its work toward keeping the peace has 
been in the long-range fields of human welfare. 


SUPPORT FOR NOT WEAKENING, BUT STRENGTHENING, U. N. 


While the League of Women Voters has not spelled out specific 
changes in the charter, we would oppose any revision in the charter 
which would weaken the U. N. and, conversely, we would support 
those measures, national or international, designed to strengthen the 
U. N. in the fulfillment of its purposes, Success of the U. N. depends 
not so - uch , we be lie ve, on its org: Wn1Z! ition and procedures as on 
the willingness of member nations to make full and confident use of 
it. Nodl harter in itself will maintain peace. Conferences on revision 
of the charter can be of great Importance in focusing attention on 
the work of the U. N. But it should also be rec oonized that such con 
ferences afford an opportunity for assault on the U. N. by less than 
constructive critics. In analyzing defective sections of the charter, 
let us resolve stanchly to kee pin mind the suecesses, the contributions 
to worldwide progress this charter has imple me nted. 

The Cramman. You have given us the opinion of the association 
that you represent. Have you any personal opinions, over and above 
those ¢ 

Mrs. Masor. No, sir; I would not like to comment on any personal 
opinions that I have at this time because I think they might be mis 
construed as to views which were aoe and which were the league’s, 
and I am authorized to speak for the league today. 

[ might say that these are seme that reflect the opinions of our 
group, and state just as far as the group cou ld go. You cert: ainly, 
as Senators, hear from our own members the opinions that they have 
reached from studie s carried out in the le maoue that, pe rhaps, gO further 
than my statements today. 

Phe CrammMan. Any questions, gentlemen ¢ 

Senator Giuterre. I have none. 

Senator Cooper. I have none. 

The Cuarman. Thank you very much. 

Mrs. Magor. Thank you, sir. 

(Applause. ) 
TI he (CHAIRMAN. Robert Bowers, professor of history, Hanover Col 


lege, Hanover, Ind. 


You must have traveled quite a distance to get down here today. 


STATEMENT OF R. E. BOWERS, PROFESSOR OF HISTORY, HANOVER 
COLLEGE, HANOVER, IND. 


Mr. De WERS., We did not come by boat. SO We come a little easier. 

| might say, besides being a professor of history, I am a Presby 
terian and the father of three Cub Scouts, which gives me a 
interest in world order. 


special 


I speak Sah individual ane from ih heart. although with me today 
there are | tudents rom Hanover College representing il broad 
Cross section, | th nk, of student opinion there and other colleges, per 
} 


laps, throughout the country. 
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At least four of those people agree with my point of view, and if 
that is any percentage that seems to be verified by certam Gallup polls, 
I would saya certain number ot people agree, as | do. | wuree with 
many of the previous speakers. 

I agree we have to work for the principles of the Prince of Peace. 
I agree with Father Horrigan there must be organization and there 
must. be moral principles set up, and I agree very heartily with many 
principles of the American Legion position. 

I do believe we are faced with a practical problem and, therefore, I 
shall confine ry remarks to the pract eal issues and, in identally, l 
may say that I am very proud to be present at these hearings con 
ducted bv the statesman Senator from Wisconsin. 

The CHamman. Would vou say that again and again and again 4 
| Laughter. | 

Mr. Bowers. I will shout 1t from the housetops if you want me to, 
Senator: I mean that. 

I have met with the Senator before and talked with him, and I 
KTLOW his work Wn the seaway, and | know his scholaa ly and statesman 
like conduct in this committee, and I am proud we have him on this 
committee: that 1s why lL sav we have a practical problem. 

I am here as a private citizen merely suggesting some thines. If 
vou have seen Senate Document 37, which they have comp led as back 
eround for this. vou will know about the vast amount of research 
and the Vast amount of public hearmes they have condueted to arrive 
at statesmantlike conclusions. 

What I really hope IS that there Vi 1] be a conterence, and | hope at 
that conference all the points of view will come out, and then I will 
trust our statesmen to decide which path to take Meanwhile I am 
urging one path. It seems to me there are actually three practical al- 
ternatives facing the world today. 


THREE PRACTICAL ALTERNATIVES FACING TODAY'S WORLD 


Some of you who listened to the TV yesterday may have heard me 
say this. The three practical alternatives are, one of which has been 
tried and found wanting, one of which has been tried and found lack 
ing, and one of which is partly untried, but I think will turn the trick. 

Unfortunately, all three of these paths are possible within the 
United Nations as it exists, and so, hence the Iniportance ot revising 
the charter. 

The path that has been tried and found wanting, of course, is the 
path ot nationalist self centeredness, the armaments race, cold war 
propaganda, secret alliances and all the rest and, as we know, that 
is entirely possible within the United Nations. It led to two world 
wars. Frankly, I will not buy it now because I am sure it would 
lead to world war ITI. 

The path which has been tried and found lacking. it seems to 
me, is the path represented by the League and the U. N., magnifi 
cent as they have been in their achievements within their limited 
machinery. 

But I will disagree with the lovely lady who preceded me in think 
ing that good will is sufficient. There have always been men of 
good will, and there have always been wars. 


$24835—54 pt. 5 6 








342 REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 


LIMITED WORLD GOVERNMENT 


It seems to me machinery is important, and I think the machinery 
of the U. N. is inadequate to the task today, and so although I do 
hot speak for the several groups that advocate limited world fede ral 
government that, in briefly, is my pees and to those of you who 


are unfamiliar with it, let me indicate three things. particul: ly, that 
ire necessary for such a limited iden world government. © 


INTERNATIONAL POLICE FORCE 


First of all, it clear there has to be a police power adequate to 
keep peace, and ca igree with the American Legion on that heartily, 


ind with the position that Senator Gillette is identified with, of some 
SO of police force. 


It eems to me that the police force has to be SO superior to all 
the other police forces that you cannot have a possi bility of war. 
Now, that police force, unfortunately, in my opinion, and here is 


where | would think the American Legion would have to modify 
their position by the sheer force of logic, I do not see how they can 


be against world federal government and for an international police 
force. 

How can you support, have a world international police force, 
unless you support it, pay the bills, and how can you pay the bills 
unless you assure them that money is coming in, and how can you 
be that money is coming in unless it has the power to tax directly 
without waiting for voluntary contributions? 


It seems to me, then, if you have an international police force, 
you must have the power to tax; and the third thing which is brought 


out, In one Way ol another by Various speakers is this: that there 
he powe! to act directly on indiv iduals. 
In two world wars we have seen a slaughtet of the innocents as 
our men tried to ap yprehend the two criminals in their fastnesses. 
I think we should have the power to approach pe ok nee directly, 
as the Ie BI doe a and the police do; short, there should | a police 
power. Beyond that I do not think csi opinion is ready to go. 


LIMITED WORLD GOVERNMENT 


I do think, however, not only is this a necessary thing and a feasible 
thing, but it is practicable from many points of view. There are 
several resolutions before the Senate tod: ay, as the Senators know— 
it is in the report—advocating some form of limited federal world 
ceovernment. There is the Tobey resolution. At least 40 Senators, 
iweccording to Senate Document 87, are in favor of some kind of move 

that direction. 

Gallup polls indicate favorable reaction toward it, too. You know 
the story—I can see by the expressions on your faces you are well 
informed. 

You know how strongly people feel on this matter. I feel, however, 
that this form of world government that we have in mind is prac- 

cable. 

Now, really what we come up to in the final analysis, and T think 
ill the people have skirted the issue so far, is what about Russia? 
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So, may I take the time, Senator, to 20 through some of these objec- 
tions which you have before you. 1 have listed some of the usual 
objections which are held as to this kind of organization. 

It is, first of all, said that Russia would never join such a limited 
world federal government. Well, the way ; conceive of it, they could 
not help but join it because they would be in it. In other words, we 
would vet this through the U. N. } V the  amead process, which 
vould give three simp le spec ihe things: Russia could leave the U. N., 
but until she did she would be in this world federal covernment. 


» 


It is objected, well, supposing that is true, Russia will nevertheless 
hee that by a veto. May I say that the proposals to limit the 
world government by veto, for instance, are subject themselves to 
veto, just as this is. 

Under article 108, Russia can veto a provision to e nd the veto. so if 
she is going to do it anyway, and there is ample ground to think she 
cloes. 1f she is going to doit anyway, why not propose a series of amend- 
ments which will make an organization so strong that Russia will 
know if she draws out she faces really an effective, really strong and 
united powerful organization that she would not dare oppose. 

I want to, in short, Senator Wiley, say if this is not the kind of 
machinery that you, perhaps, inferred yesterday in the paper when 
you said that if the veto continued to be used, we may have to look 
for some other kind of machinery to prevent its use. 


DIFFICULTIES IN AMENDING U. N. CHARTER 


The CHamman. I am reminded, sir—I am listening very interest- 
edly—of an old Indian chieftain, who, after a fellow got through talk- 
ing with him, said, “How.” You tell us how. How are you going 
to get the nations to accomplish what you propose / 

As was stated this morning, you have about 2.300 million human 
beings, and — there are less than 300 million of them who really 
want the kind of government that we have in our country, where the 
ndividual has something to say about government. 

Mr. Bowers. May I ask, Senator, how many people wanted a United 
States of America in 1787? 

The CHarrMan. Well, I was not there; were you / 

| Laughter. | 

I have heard statistics. 

Mr. Bowers. The analogy may escape me. 

The CHamman. The point we talk about all the time, is how do 
we get, these nations now to agree that they will surrender their sover 
elgnty to a supergovernment with a super police force, assuming that 
is the road, when you cannot talk to the Kremlin about practically 
anything and get anywhere. We have tried talking to the Soviets 
since the war. How are you going to accomplish a thing like = 
propose when several nations have the H-bomb—and there will be 

1 few more who will eventually have it—and soon we will have the 
cobalt bomb? These inventions practically do away with collective 
security in a sense, 

Mr. Bowrrs. If I may use a homely illustration, Senator, just yes- 
terday I w: as confronted by one of my sons who was collecting charms. 
You know, you put money in machines and get charms. My son 
was getting letters and little t toys that you get in gum machines. 
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Phe illustration I was using, if I may use it, is this: That he had 
these charms, and I offered to get this one and that one from him, and 
he did not want to give them up, they were his. “They are mine, 
Daddy,” and then I offered him a quarter for the whole business— 
sold. 

Nc WwW. | Wwol der. SIr, if we are not gong about this thing piecemeal ? 
If I were mavor of a town in the Wild West vears ago and a man came 
up to me and said, “I want to be vour sheriff,” and | looked at 
ind he had toothpick and a table ‘knife and a fork for weapons, 
1 do not think I would give him the job. 

But | e came up with the proper arms and the proper powers 
and, perhaps, with a deputy or two, I would say, “You are hired.” 


I do not t nk we have gone about this properly because we have 
lacked the bold ideas you asked for in your speech yesterday. I do 
not thir k we have b en bold enough: we have not asked for enough. 
I am not SAVING we can do it, but we all know 1f we believe we can 
co 1t, We ire more likely to do it than if we do not, and I am speaking 
not tor th thing to happen tomorrow, but I am speaking for an 


reent statement of it in behalf of it next year. 
How about this, Senator: It is a well-known fact that the Const 


ti of France and Italy, and one other country which escapes my 
mind for the moment, do have in them provisions that that country 
may legally and constitutionally join a world government when and 
tl } roposal Is made. Does that not indicate that they are 

( whe the propo il is made / , 
i CHairnMaAN. But what is the situation in France and Italy today 
tion to communism ¢ ’ 


\I Bow) Rs Wi come rieht back to the nub ot the problem. 

Phe CHarman. We come back to the question of the mental grasp 
nd the spiritual understanding of the people in the world—a willing 
he to really jon In spirit and mind and soul in a great enterprise 
it those t nes are present, fine, but we do not find that is the situation. 


STUDYING PUBLIC OPINION ABROAD 


Mr. Bowers. Tell me, Senator, would this be possible-for you to 
wer to the great American public here: What continuing measures 
re bene take Dy the Senate Foreign Relations Committee to study 
public opinion, government procedure in foreign countries? I know 
you make these significant trips. I know you have representatives at 
the Interparliamentary Union, but is there a continuing study ¢ 
Che CHatrmMan. Well, we have not established a subcommittee for 
if p irpose. We have vot almost all the work we can handle deal- 
e¢ with this country’s problems, but if you have any suggestions we 
will be glad to get them because we like men with ideas and men who 
ure on their toes and not satisfied with the status quo and have hope 
for the Tuture 


BROADENING INTERNATIONAL STUDENT AND TEACHER EXCHANGI 


Mr. Bowers. Well, perhaps, I should speak, then, in an area in 
Which I am equipped tO speak, more than in your area, sIr. 

One of my students whom I had hoped would be able to speak for 

today, but the arrangements were not possible, has an idea. It 
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comes from his heart; it comes from his experience in the \rmy; t 
comes from his contact with his fellow students. 

He thinks there should be an ever-increas hg ex hange of tudents 
and teachers between the countries of the world. He believes that that 


IS the only way to vet a continuo understand Yr at the oTrassroots 
level of what is going on to inform the people who do, in turn, appear 


before you. 
The Cuamman. We have several programs of it kind. We do 
not disagree whatsoever with his view 


Mir. Bowers. Yes, sirs a e believe es > ext O rf that. 
He believes also—and I am speaking foi mh al \ e 


should mmediately sel pa comn ttee to oose Tr i the various 

rm} oO ] hears ives I} | O ’ ‘ptat l 
in be taught in all school \o if } | 1 
propo tl v1 Chl I \\ uld Ke tO aadVu e one 0 ys) | e, | 
he, who comes from Cincinnati, ere lie to irn both German 
ind English—I come from Milwaukee ¢ the situation, and 
done elsewnere. 

Finally, Senator, and Ly not be ok eee 
kind of a man who Iike ' e oO | fic lL would like 


Orig ri statu i fi wus orig il \ pa i e; il sO orTess, 
I believe, to ! i eXc! oO OT ruc | i l \ hn R i 
self. 

I I pe (| il ile ( t | ) I I ] 
pp mally L agree wit rn ( H ( 
Voces I ensol stop Tie I 

The CHatmman. L would probably not <change just to 
tud . Phe ire a | of p ‘ try 
Ru is ol One | wi Lvs ¢ 
paid Ovel ere hie i¢ Te cl it ‘ 
et \pplause 

M Bowers. Very uo | | { 
ist e onl Wal Cal | ! ( | 0 


Sil’; I W I] \ ylunt e1 | l 
isk Ih my que tions ¢ 
The CHAIRMAN. Do 1 | q ~ ( toad 
~ itor GILLETT No « ( 
{ HAIRM ( / 
ss Ron OPEI O 
| CH RM | 
- t ‘ I \ We 
ire k “? For ( 
\I Bowers. Thank y« 
Phe prepared st ement r MM 
s on R N HE UN N | = 
PROFESSOR OF History AT HA ( HLA 
‘I lowing statement i n extension of my ré¢ rks over WHAS-TY, 
Louisville, on Lee Jordan's program, Look It Over. The program, in the form 
of a panel discussion, took pl ice at 2:50 p. m., central day i g time 
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The world continues to be faced with the choice Theodore Roosevelt said con 


fronted us even at the beginning of this century a choice between utopia or 
hie More recently Bernard Baruch has put it this way: We must choose 
between world peace or world destruction I can put the gist of what follows 
the ir netion Benjamin Franklin offered the Colonies Just 200 years ago 
I e or dle 
Phere ® question that we are rapidly moving toward a third world war 
Can we st the catastrophe? It seems to me that if our statesmen are sincerely 
pting t tay the catastrophe, and I have no reason to believe they are not 
! the attemy then they must choose between three practicable courses 
‘ () has been tried and found wanting Anoth« has been tried and 
I thi ! I been tried, but, i opinior s the onl 
whictl is een ried and f I Wanting tn Irs¢ 
‘ i in irms race, feverishly builds up opposing alliances 
u ind ¢« “ bo | ! i ( l ( 
ist) ta n Wor Ihe ns fe 
+} 5 i rename \\ LI 
l | 1 ¢ u ( if 1 | I V 
( action ch has been tried and found lacking is the course 
tes ¢ e Lengue Nations and e | 1 N N 
vitl dequate powers, but that their powers have been inade 
‘ ed Che League ce to be an eflective 
{ ‘ } (ier \ Ita efie { pid ‘ | Lea 
! t ‘ ‘ t gi el ecient aetel I 1LQLTeSsso! ind the 
In ‘ nurt d by e League prove eve effective 
f ‘ ous efforts a ective security be re the 1 w fe on 
| a we ee n stl ver league he United Nat l st nge chiefly b 
e pre nee tf the United States « America, discouraging, circu nting, an 
! n it firmer f m than the League I W ce a 
’ rn a ¢ it¢ For r than the engue f ed, i ithe world 
‘ fem i va Q I fte the b f he | N is it did 19 
f ’ e birth of the Lea ‘ 
; ’ down the ol md ft vil ndicate that something 
! e league and is lacking in the United Nations So evider 
y t } ) ror a the Cor iW t bl ceountris 
fere et he rter and consider 1 f iking 
cit Most of u el ! wwiledae he se nd cours 
‘ the Unite Nat gral i eX s is cking 


! ! i ud e re ! iw ‘ k f ye 
' eace I for tl} 
VW 
roy ! mie d of world government are already before the Senate 
Pole and ! Paviol es utic Clearly the ¢ 
( tiative in tl matte nce experience has proved that 
U1 1 States is t] that es or breaks pi s for 
} ‘ fay f ‘ nd of w d feder: overnment 
Mhere ht) Senntors cording t Senate Do nt Si. S3d Conere 
em to fay tronger U. N. in the direction of world federal 
(And I gather from this same Senate do ent that should publie 
ible, a great ! \ ire Senator j possibly Wy lling 
w tl] eadership of the Senate Foreign Relations Committee in whatever 
iv make for strengthening the U. N. 
> W Ol ! to dis i ve toward world government Che 
{ e col tT ! 1dit France ar Italv, already pro ide 
ng a world ernment hould one be formed Fifty percent 
‘ f the Ame 1 pub at var S times, accord to Gallup polls, ve 
! a eir willingness to substitute an international police force for separate 


1 a force is the material cornerstone of world gov- 





( mer Prominent leaders in all fields of endeavor, too numerous ever 
eat: have gone on record in favor of world government. The least we ec: 
Ss ft bring up the matter at a world conference considering revision 
ch ter That is the only way to find out the true state of opinion 
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3. The form of world federal government contemplated could come about within 
the United Nations, without disturbing its continuing function, when three powers 
are added to the United Nations which it does not at present possess. These 
three powers are the full police power, the power to tax for stated purposes, and 
the judicial power in specified types of cases over individuals. The great im 
portance of the legislative power requires, in the present state of world opinion, 








severe limitations on the world seale to be sure domes atters cannot be 





interfered with The present legislative organ of the United Nations would 
serve in this role, 

The police power must be worked out so that onl the vorld police force 

uld wage war, if necessary, on an effective scale The power to tax within 
limits is necessary to pay the bills without fear of interruption The judici 
| wer yy ite oO ad idun whiel re » thr ‘ () vy s 
can we get direct it the « nin “ ‘ requiring ‘ g r of f 

nocents to apprehend war! gers their rs 

Kor these three reasons | think w lg I ec nd 
p ticable I need not elab e on the ) subs ‘ 
thorough research and condu ! | stive he subco 
niittee has ¢ ( I merely go o1 i ‘ ‘ t ce ( 
of action advocated to you, I 1 sure iny the representing many 
millions of Americans 

My main position being clear, I should like to devote the remainder of this 
paper in making replies to objections to we govel to elaborating 
on certain features implicit in my main position 

Objection: Russia could never be persuaded to join such an organizatior 

If such an organization were created simply by adding the po taxing, and 
full judicial power to the present United Nations, Russia ght conceivably leave 
the U. N. but she would not have to be persuaded to join it She would already 


be in it 
Objection: Russia would veto any amendments making the above proposals 
This remains to be proved. We do know that Russia and her satellites oppose 


even calling a conference to revise the charte! But under article 109 she ean 
not event calling such a conference We do know that Russia would « ose 
an amendmennt ending the veto power And if she would leave the U. N. rathe! 
than accept such an amendment, we might as wel o further and amend the 
U. N. in such a way that if Russia leaves she will be facing a far mightier organ 
for peace than the one she left or the one that would exist if the veto power 


were removed. 


Objection: Russia is our real problem, not the machinery of the U. N. unless 
we can find means of gettil lol with he does ( Ww if ind 
of world organization we have. We will be at war anyway 

This is a counsel of despair Russians are realistic | ght conce ibly 
launch a new world war in a world divided among the sovereign nations. But 
it is seriously to be doubted that she would launch a war aga two-thirds of 


the world standing as a solid unit 
Objection: Russia might accept world government in order to seize power 
within it and thus stand unopposed in Communist expansio! 


In order to seize power she would ha o conti the ar But the variety 
of literature on the makeup « i world army shows the ure Vv ways of 
preventing any one nation or group seizing power of the a \ And if the ari 
operated, as it does in our country, under strict control of the civil government, 
and that civil government were conducted along democratic lines, who would 
contend that the false philosophy of communism could ever win enough converts 
to control a democratic majority ? Where communis ( . exists through 
forceful rule of a minority 

Objection: Eve f the pre lem of Ru ! ¢ WwW i ernment will 
always pose the thrent of outside ¢ rol of the 1 ted S perhaps fata 
chance 1 our treasured way of life 

This is n true of the kind of w 1 government grrest¢ The world 
government proposed would not have \ over d est if d 
tic i more than our o Const f t I Gove 
mie oO terfere ffairs of the State I< 72 veal society and 
a slave society coexisted in America The gea of ours esmen was stretched 
to permit this to happen, but it happened; and ci war nee e resulted 
if the counsels of men like Lincoln, on the one hand, or C ndet n the other, 
both Kentuckians, had been followed mn” need é h ed. ¢ 
pensated emancipation would h » hee immeasura I I I ey and 


lives than the Civil War in bringing freedom to a ther 
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As lon is the principle of national control over purely domestic affairs were 
bserve there ee he no problem here We could leave it to our children to 
ecide wl further steps might be taken In any case, certainly the freedom 
rom wal h world government would bring about would release world 
roductiive ( es to such tent that no one would desire to interfere in 
merica, | I ail the need at home 
Objec ! \ rid federal vel ! light end international war but it 
! Vil wal 
i l ed risk e must LiKe We had hie vil war under ur 
ent in the last 165 years. How many wars has Europe had 
‘ ’ I l rece il ernment 
Obj ( ! rm) ‘ iv lende id Ow d dicta 
S had o1 ‘ ! fo ( 
. ! i qu ) I I l 
| ‘ { WW | ! ip 
tion itse land ! d 
(>) { | } \ \ 
rm | \ i ! eor bes ou Ww Ke a 
| ‘ d ( ( f ! war bu we muld 
a } ( ry ad have 
» add a 1 ve to the ine ie of every 
! I d like to go o ec is favoring the Baruch 
I aif 1 mie enatures if necessal to 1 universa 
( t 1 yp ( unyv ¢ I to avert vorld itas 
I thi ould be ide part of the ge ral agenda at a 
( on of tl irter 
I irther elal t I would like to return briefly to the problem of Russia 
\ I ‘ the danger from othe Commu t countries, we nevertheless 
ree of our ficulties as resting in the Kremlin. If we are 
tw \ hk 1 nd we mt ! | for it hile we are ¢ ploring 
f ‘ g Rus r We honesty must be seeking means 
[ do | I ‘ h wing d ( We i an 
. i Cal e] ! i! ad th qu , behi he enes, 
) x] m of a modus vivendi? Shouldn't our top 
) ‘ ke s lar explorations 
‘ { tl | ( t itlveé or o r Coneress 
ble ! presenta es of the 
( I I ues wi! Ol en 1 CGrovernment 
I f l on Iw d ke to a more 
V f t te her exe] with ¢ mm ist 
( t washit inder ordinar 
1 fee ‘ I nd 1 
l na e 106 rea ! ] ad vith 
l I ‘ gh l spa 
I I ed ( new dve in de 
h I 1 vould eT { the 
‘ \ I r ls of mv colleagues 
pres ( vy. v I il »> thel n 3 
| I i ¢ | he } rian 
( ( job God 
| fw \ | cal e don But in 
rs I iink l re ¢] eng 
f \ | ( Ww the 
KI 4 COMMON N RES MONG PEO! 5 


G rk. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that I am 
rto have to leave in order to catch a plane, but before I go. may I 
for the help that the people of this com- 


have given to us, 
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It m: ly appear to some that there is an ineradicable difference of 
opinion here, but there is not. 

It has been mentioned here, and I refer to it again, that democracy 
itself rests upon the very fundamental cornerstone that out of the 
clash of opinion there shall be crystallized a judgment that is in the 
pub hie welfare. We are seeking. and We qo that the world can 
seek, an area in or there is a common i soeeak 

If the empha s not on divisive factors, but on finding the area 
in which we have a common interest, we can build a free world. 

Now, here is evi Seies of demo racy in this committee. Here are 

Republicans, 1 on each side of 1 

The (CHAIRMAN. Keeping you safe right here. iL iugehter. | 


THE SUBCOMMITTEE’S GOAI 


Senator GimuLeTTr. There is a difference of opinio among us 
politically. [think they are wrong a good share of the time, but there 
iS ho question that we. work ine together, Democrats and Repub! ans. 
oo enting the foreign Relations ( ommittee, are fvoing out to the 
people, some of whom we represent, to find their opinion. I repeat 
what I said at the outset—that anybody who thinks that we are out 
to sell a program is very, very much mistaken; we are not. 
an antl one worl | group. We are not ext luding il vthine. 

We want the people to tell us what. we can do to forward the efforts 
that people of sood will everywhere are exerting to create a world 
free from war. 

I happen to be a veteran of three wars myself. I do not want the 
fourth one. I am a little bit too whitehaired to cet into it. but my 
bov j not. | 

We know it is possible to crente a world free from war. We know 
that civilized man does not wish to fo on with a war every generation, 


"e are not repre senting aw one Wol croup, we are hot representing 
\\ trey ld | e 


gut we know that in building a world free from war, we need the 
best judgment and opinion of all American citizens. That is wiiat we 





are trying to get and, personally, I am very grateful for your help 
here today. 

| Applause. | 

Senator Gitterre. I will leave the Republicans ontrol; in our 
endeavor here, there is no minority. 

The CuatrmMan. Thank you, Senator. 

Thank you, Mr. Bowers. 

this point there will be inserted in the record a statement sub 

mited by students of Hanover College, Hanover, Ind. 

(The document referred to follows :) 
SUPPLEMENTARY Reporr py STUDENTS From HANover (¢ LEGE, HANOVER, IND 

A sampling of student opinion at Hanover College indicates general support 
of the United Nations in its present form, with the feeling toward proposed 
revisions that it is all right to diseu such revisions but that it would be bette 
not to adopt them if it would drive out Russ whose sence, however difficult, 
is felt necessary to keep alive the hope of world peace der 

Here is an individual sampling of opinion among the students 

Bruce Bowden would like to see the United Nations strengthened but speaks 
strongly in behalf of the representative opinion noted above: that it better to 
have Russia at least partly restrained by her membership in the | | Na ns 
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is eXIs even with the veto, than altogether unrestrained as she would be 
f re ms in the charter drove her from the U. N 
Larry Dugle believes we should work for the world police force possible under 
the ch ake better use of the World Bank, and permit the International 
Cou t perate n individuals as well as States His position is very close 
[ t I nited ld, Federal Government advocates 
Monte Fo h has a great deal of sympathy for the point of view which 
lo with on some aspects of the United Nations He feels that there 
it dane f eign control of the United States through the United Na 
tions. 1 er f her study of the problem, he has come around to think it 
by t h e his suspicions for awhile and try to make the U. N. work. 
( Hind gests that there might be a small assembly instead of a Seeu 
rity ¢ ( » security, and thus escape the veto He feels the General 
\ 1 me i vear He feels also that the [ N. should 
powel ternational trade in order to provide an economic 
He also feels the International Court could be strengthened 
‘ n of irisdic 
\ I es more attention should be dto the. poltical organs 
he U. N 1 more publicity given them in order build up the social and 
I dl he proposals of the Citizens’ Committee for United 
R dist ve pre lude abolitio f the veto, the 
letermine ageressior nd a quota system for the U. N Police 
h would be set up about as follows: 10 percent to be made up of volun- 
‘ I he small nations of the world; 20 percent each to come from the 
| ed States, Great Britain, and Russia; China and France, 10 percent each. 
\I Love | eves the eventual goal should be world federal government, but 
{ pproached in easy stages. 
ed | ‘ with Bruce Bowden that change is to be desired but that 
I keep the United Nations the way it is if that is the only way 
een e United Nations united 
I 1 Avril is iking an oral statement before the committee advocating 
( vernment of a limited type 
The ( HAIRMAN. Now we will have ( arl Geider, student of Hanover 
( Leo IIa iover, Ind. 


STATEMI 


INT OF CARL R. GEIDER, STUDENT, HANOVER COLLEGE, 


DiI ‘el 
tT? | 
onth ot 
wed 


HANOVER, IND. 


Vilev and other members of this committee, 


ine 1954, this Nation and the other nations of the 


th 1 orave Crisis, the thre t of a new world war, 


, 1 — : 
L he near horizon, seems to be gradually coming 
dark threatening clouds of an ipproach ne storm. 
I } 47 1 1 . 41 ri 
r IT] i pe y Vy ciilferent than any < ier war. Ihe 
I erve i ences hay } en pe rte ted tO the point that 
' ther all-out war, total destruction will reign 
0 crippled, Dot! morally and phys vliv. it aoubttul 
] . ] . : } : 
Cl Vel mpletely trom fl war wounds. It 1S, 
1 ] ee } ] 1 4 : j 
tive that something hould be done now to eradicate 
( too late 
ANGI F MILITARY REPAREDNESS A N 
it course i tion rel Wn open to us Ann t hye » 


Iness. If war should come we need to defend 


our- 


une time, bring the war quickly and effectively 
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However, in military preparedness alone there is a danger. The 
danger arises from a type of war psychosis. Examples of this illness 
are many and varied throughout history. 

Preceding World War ‘% every nation in Kurope participated in 
an armaments race, which was one of the decisive factors that led to 
the World War. 

If we are to prevent war, we must find other means than simply the 
manufacturing of bullets, guns, and atomic bombs. 


U. N. CAN BRING ABOUT WORLD UNDERSTANDING 


It is my opinion that this can be iccomplished thi oh world un- 


1 rm T ] | r 
derstanding. The [ nitea Nations is a kind of organization 1n whi h 
understanding can be realized. 


In the past 9 years this has been roved conclusively. The Russian 
Government removed its armed forces from Iran after pressure Was 
brought to bear through undivided and nearly unanimous opinion in 
the General Assembly fthe U.N 

War in Indonesia was averted following the action of the same 
world body of nations. Had it not been for the cooperative efforts 


of the U. N.. the United States would have been forced to wo it alone 
in Korea. 

In this Nation there are those who maintain, and they have main 
tained it today, however, that the U.N. has failed. They point to the 
fact that the Soviet Union and other Communist-dominated countries 
still pose a threat to world peace. 

It certainly must be admitted that the United Nations is not a near 


perfect organization But, at the same time, its accomplishments 
have been such that it would seem a t1 iwic error to rap it completely 
and begin anew after 9 years of fruitful experime tion, 

Such an action would serve as splendid propag . for the Com 


munists who would maintain that the Un ted States had been cde feated 


Dy world Op mnion. 


U. N. SHOULD BE IMPROVED AND VET‘ LIMI. rED 


R ither, I believe that the best co irse of act that remains open 
to us at this time isto} i] every tte npt t ! { U 
The fin f | ! { 
ne \ ( ( N. ¢ { { 
be¢ | Vil tL Tor MISE l ( il l 
Whe Jap Iie entered \ I [ta i 
Abvss i— 
The Cuatrrman. Pardo iv ] ) 
Mr. Geiper. All righ 
The Cramman. Many people e 1 f t¢ f | |} | 
i very distinguished Dem it cnce that ‘ League of Nations 
died because the people of the world were not ready for the idea. 
I think that a very rious matter for u 0 CO el yW ~ e] 
or not the people of t 1e W rl ini 4 ucly for the los “) ‘ 
been talking about today. But you irry Oo 


Mr. Greiper. All right. 


Had it done so. World War IT might have been averted, 
League of Nations had taken a stronger ittitude 
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tb, at the Yalta Conference, when the veto was agreed upon 
v the United States and the U. S. S. R.. it was passed chietly on 


the insistence of statesmen who held reservation about favorable 


on in regard to the acceptance of their particular national 
retry pr hie CS. 
Insofar as the United States is concerned that has not vindicated 
the past 9 years the statements. World public opinion has backed 
» the United States It) questiol . put before the Security Council. 

] 


Vil n the past ? vears ha used over 50 vetos, a number many 
! re ( tha those u ed by the United states. i. therefore, 
t t that the world has respect for Americat justice and 


Oli. al ks to this Nati for culdance. 
If we are to maintain world peace, the day must come when the 


1O tovethel In a close basi ot world brothe 


MUST LAY FOUN PION FOR WORLD GOVERN MEN’ 


Althoug federalistic world ore@anization may never come 1n our 
day, we must lay the foundation for it now if there is to be world 
tead of world war. 
| il Le ¢ ad of 1 \ prepared statement 


Thank you very much, sir. 


Mr. Geiper. Yes, sir: Tam, sir. 


Phe CratrmMan. What course are you taking? 


« 


Mr. Getper. What course we should follow? Well, L think that, 


Phe CHarrmMan. I mean, what are you studying in college ? 
Mr. Geiper. Oh. I am a history major under the tutelage of Dr. 
ho Sy | e Yr viou Iv. but | do not mean to } ialnt i} here 


it I at il] if { vith |] view “as hie oO pre ented them. Laug 
€ that a feck tic world order is inevitable. it must come 
» time. but I disagres that it has to come about now, and 
{ world is prepared for it, as you so ably put it in the 
f my peech. which is what it was. { Laughter. | 


(1 MAN. Do vou want to \ omething more ? 


b ive 
Mi (7 EIDER, Not nless vou | ivi ome question that vou would | <e 


| it 
Phe Cn RA T. to ( Cooper ¢ 
S Coorer. Are oraduating tl vear ? 
\I i Y« tn 
YCERN OF YOUNG MEN GRADUATES ABOUT POSSIBILITY OF WAR 
Senator Coorrr. Do vou find much concern by the young men grad 
oui rv - bil tv of ré , 

Mr. Gemper. I have found a great deal of concern, particularly with 
‘ te ery 7 iit the Arm Forces, and goin: to Indochina 
~enator COooPEI You have pointed out that world federalism i 

of the future, if at all 
What do von and young men of your age who are thinking about 
\ rt ne to avert war? I would like 
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just a minute to say something which is not exactly in line with what 
we have been talking about. 

I have been in the armed services, too, and I know that it is the ones 
who have to go, who must go, who have the greatest right to speak, 
and I would like to know what all of you think can be done now from 
a practical standpoint, in this matter we are discussi: vr, tO help avert 
war? 

Mr. Greiner. Well, I can only speak for myself, Senator Cooper; but 
I feel that the first action, as I stated previously, that should be taken, 
certainly should be in revard to having the vet » eliminated from the 


U. N. Charter. 


We have got to recognize the fact, I think, that we are faced wit] 
a drastic situation today, and I think the best course of action which 
remains open is through a united effort, and I believe that a united 


effort should be worked upon t! rough the U. N. 
I do not know whether | spec fi ally answered yout question or not. 
Senator Coorrer. That is all I want. 
The Cuamman. Thank you very much, sir. 
Senator Coorrer. Thank you very much. 
(The prepared statement of Mr. Geider is as follows :) 


STATEMENT OF CARL R. GEIDER, HANOVER COLLEGI YN REVISION O} Wwe UNITED 
NATIGNS CHARTER 


Today, in this month of June 1954, this Nation and the other nations of our 
world are faced with the gravest problem the human race has been confronted 








with in all of its long history of achievement and failure This problem is not 
localized It cannot be solved by the promises of a few men in one particular 
country Rather it mast be solved by the combined promises of all concerned 
The bomb which was exploded over Hiroshima August 1945, has proved to 
many that total warfare is as obsolete as the first stone hammer which Ww 
sharpened by our primitive ancestors millions of years ago The very fact that 
this has not been recognized universally has lead many to the pessimistic con 
clusion that mankind is doomed to extinction just as the 1 \ ge passed 
into oblivion when it was met by a challenge of nature that could not overcome. 
The position of individuals and groups who hold this viewpoint is indeed a near 
tragedy of our times It implies that mankind does not even possess the intelli 
gence of a lower order of species This is so fallacious that it borders on an 
absurdity. It is my personal, wholehearted belief that ma 1 does possess a 
high intelligence and therefore should be able to shield elf from extinction 
In the past 10 years the inventiveness of man has made phenomenally rapid 
achievement in the development and perfection of the tools and weapons of 
warfare Unfortunately in the field of social pursuits man’s ancement has 


been slight 
The question, then, which confronts all of us at this grave and serious moment 


\\ 


tl What is the 


in the hour of decision of man's existence on f 
way to control the powerful force that mankind has at its disposal today? The 
answer, I believe, rests firmly on what can be achieved by a world organization 

In a question so vital as life and death mankind should have the expressed 


right to choose its own destiny It is absolutely wrong that any 2 or 3 nations 
comprising one-fourth of the world’s entire population should decide anything 
so vital to man’s well-being. Therefore, on purely democratic and moral grounds 
a world organization should definitely be applauded and encouraged. 

It is certainly correct that no kind of world organization at the present time 
can offer a panacea for the world’s ills ; such thinking is purely altruistic. Never 
theless it is an established fact that much fruitful and enlightened understanding 
can occur through a world-represented assembly. 

No one will dispute the truism that “war begins in the minds of men.” It has 
also been established that war feeds on ignorance, poverty, and hunger. When 
these conditions have been eradicated or at least reduced to a minimum, we will 
be able to hold some assurance that men will have little or few reasons to foment 
war. In this connection it is wholly unjustified that one or several wealthy 
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nations should completely support the entire peoples of the world. All nations 
should assume their fair share of responsibility However, without a world 
organization this becomes impossible. Just as individuals need to cooperate to 
maintain order, aid in poor relief, and disseminate charity where needed, so 
nations must cooperate to limit duplication, and at the same time assure that 
efforts are taken to shelter the afflicted throughout the world. The problem is 
too immense to rely entirely on the efforts of one single nation 

Consequently through a cooperative, healthy world organization which would 
act as a world coordinator, the needs of people wherever they might be would 


be far better impreved 


As a direct re of such action it is believed that there would certainly 
follow a better and securer understanding between people of different races 
d tionalities This knowledge and understanding could pave the way for 
i d unity, which must necessarily come about if man is to be 
free, evel here throughout the world, free both economically and politically. 
Chere is in this Nation of ours a verbal minority who would not agree with 
the hypothes regarding a world organization which I have briefly sketched 
At the cor their beliefs is the idea that any sort of world organization 
could gain effective control over national sovereignty would necessarily 
d thre eged nations of this globe of all their wealth and productive 
Disregarding the idea as fallacious that it would be possible to bring 
hout h a strong world organization at the present time or even in the near 
they criticize all attempts to pave the way to such a world order purely 
be ise they regard any such attempts as idealistic pipe dreams of irresponsible 
bh 
No one eat leny t t a federated world order of nations is idealistic. It 
dealist beca e it has never been atte mpted before. The League of Nations 
i i ervative organization Because of its great conservatism it 
cked the Ol stamina to act quickly and forcibly at a time when World 
War II) ht ive been prevented. The United States made a tragic mistake 
vhen it refused to join the league purely because of the personality clash he 
twee Senator H ry Cabot Lodge and President Woodrow Wilson Had these 
{ en reconciled their petty differences our Nation would be in a far better 
| recogni the shortcomings of the league and not attempt to bring 
about its resurrection today through the body of the United Nations 
If ( | seem to this observer that to voice opposition to a federated form 
of world government, is at this present time a pure and simple escapist mech 
to withdraw from reality Our country is only one nation among many, 
nd although we are powerful, we are not self-sufficient unto ourselves. The 
ce of world opinion must be accepted and reconciled, and in a world which 
nds unity or death the only way in which we Gan survive is through col 
ective thinking and action. This, I believe, demands that we make every at 


tempt to cooperate with the other nations of the world. Without such co- 
operation we will surely be guilty of the sin of omission, and if the world is 
plunged into another world war which is certainly inevitable without col- 
lective organization, we will have only ourselves to blame. However, if we 

se to go forward as we have in the past, cooperating with other nations, 
and presenting our views before the world forum of nations, it is more than 
robable that we will not only be heard, but maintain leadership in establishing 
justice, equality, and freedom for all, even on the same basis as it is enjoved 


this country 
During the past several months at Hanover College, there has been much 
arching athering of facts and data, and discussion revolving around 
the question whether the U. N. is equipped to do the work it was established to 
perform. Recognizing the deep cleavage which exists between East and West, 
nd the ineffectiveness so far of the U. N. to resolve these differences, many 
have maintained that the nations of the world are not ready for a universal 


anization, and that therefore we should disregard the U. N. entirely and 
make all preparations necessary to effectively wage world war III when it 
event Vv come Others have agreed with the first premise, that the U. N 
ssly ineffective, that it should be scrapped, but that a new organization 
blished in its place which would immediately set to work to estab 
world unity on a Federal basis similar to that of the United States. It is 

the opinion of this writer that both of these plans would end in failure if acted 


ny It cannot be denied that the U. N. has made many mistakes. However 
this does not imply that it wonld be wise at this time to start from “seratch,’ 
fter 10 ve s of effective experimentatic There are indeed many reasons why 
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the U. N. should be continued. In the first place it is highly doubtful that a 
completely new effective organizaiton could be formed even if the U. N. could be 
abolished. World opinion regarding such an organization would undoubtedly be 
too diverse. In this contry, as well as throughout the world there would be 
groups demanding complete sovereignty, and at the opposite end, groups which 
would possibly ask for complete subservience to the world organzation. If we 
suppose that the United States could be successful in establishing a new world 
organization without the U. S. S. R., the obvious result would be a deeper cleavage 
between East and West, and a situation which might lead us closer to war, since 
it would mean that Russia would no longer feel in the least obligated by organized 
world opinion regarding her actions. Furthermore for the United States to 
propose such a drastic step would be welcomed propaganda for the Communists 
who would immediately claim that we were following such an action to create a 
puppet organization as a soundboard for our capitalistic propaganda Finally 
if the U. N. organization was scrapped and Russia and its satelites were left 
out of a new world order to stand in its place it would mean that the United 
States would lose the only continuuous means at its disposal for discussing world 
rises with the U. S. S. R 

On the positive side it is only fair to acknowledge the many accomplishments 
that this organization has been able to achieve against tremendous odds. <A 
near world war was averted in Iran, when under U. N. pressure the Russian 
Government removed its troops from that country One crisis after another 
has been averted in the Holy Land. The Indonesian War was settled across a 
U. N. conference table shortly after its inception, and finally had it not been for 
U. N. action the United States would have been forced to go it alone in Korea. 
In the field of social welfare this same world organization has made tremendous 
strides in directing the world-refugee program, as well as alleviating conditions 
of starvation in India, and other countries 

The very fact that the United Nations Charter “leaves the door open” so to 
speak for defensive arrangements such as NATO and EDC is a lasting tribute to 
the U. N.’s elasticity. Somewhat allied to this is the question of global unifica 
tion which many feel, including this writer, must take place eventually Under 
the U. N. Charter provisions this is possible, thus encouraging those who believe 
the cnly way to achieve world peace is the eventual tearing down of national 
barriers, 

Still it must be admitted that the U. N. Charter is not a perfect instrument 
Undoubtedly its weakest part is the veto provision It is certainly within 
reason that large, powerful, and populous nations should have a stronger voice 
than smaller and weaker nations in problems that affect their own security, 
both directly and indirectly. However, this does not mean that they should 
usurp the right of smaller nations in asserting their policies and voting on 
matters which likewise affect their interests to the extent that they become 
insecure. The United States faced a vastly similar situation at the Philadelphia 
Convention in 1787, when the differences hetween large and small States was 
resolved. Just as it would have been absurd to grant to Pennsylvania and New 
York veto power over the other American States, so it now seems absurd that 
five nations comprising less than the entire world population should have the 
power to dictate their opposition in defiance of democratic procedures of govern 
ment. 

In 1945, at the Yalta conference when the veto was agreed upon by the United 
States and the U. S. S. R., it was passed chiefly on the insistence of American 
statesmen who held reservations about favorable world opinion in regard to 
American policies. In the past 9 years this action has not been vindicated 
World public opinion has in most instances backed up the United States in 
questions put before the Security Council. Consequently it would seem justi 
fiahle even on the grounds of American foreign policy to wholly support the 
elimination of the veto from the U. N. Charter. Were this accomplished, and 
other minor revisions made, it would not guarantee that the United Nations 
would have smooth sailing on the road to peace and unity, but it would at least 
certainly indicate that all the nations of the world participating in such a move 
are willing to take the necessary steps for stronger world government on a more 
democratic and brotherly basis. 

In cenclusion then, it is the opinion of this writer that the veto should be 
dropped from the Security Council when the U. N. Charter is revised next year 
However, if this action were to mean the dissolution of the U. N., I do not believe 
that it should be supported in 1955. Although the eradication of the veto is 


abso'utely necessary for a stronger world organization, nevertheless I person- 
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he U. N. should be supported by this Nation at almost any cost In 
urs this organization has made a lasting contribution in preserving 
at the conference table, as well as through the supervision of relief 
hroughout the world Because the U. N. serves ably in the capacity 
table for free discussion and the formulation of opinion, it necessarily 
ceased to exist the nations of the world would be placed in a 
hey could no longer rely upon world opinion in support of their 
ise of the United States our efforts to thwart the imperialistic 
S. R. would be blinded, and we would be forced to follow a 
and error in consideration of the opinions of the othe 
of nations The gravest problem which is before 
‘world is, however, » devastating effects of atomic 
ld of pe: . It IS THIS J s opinion that we must 
world unity. In 

ich) ] 


h hungs ovel 


nated 


N. Mr. Patrick S. Kirwan, ch: Mun, icans for 
\ 


ActTIOn., Louis lle, Ky. 


STATEMENT OF PATRICK S. KIRWAN, CHAIRMAN, LOUISVILLE 
CHAPTER, AMERICANS FOR DEMOCRATIC ACTION 


ehnecol \W lev. Senator ooper, Coneress un Rob 
y name is Patrick S. Kirwan. Iam chairman of the Louisville 
r of Americans for Democratic Action. Our chapter was 


yeal uvo md mS A < tf member Lil] Ol aupproxi 


e subject « f amendments to the Charter of the United 

i sense of deep humility and sincere concern. I and the 

he organization for which [speak are average Americans 

of life: housewive . businessmen, laboring peo] le. 

rs, attorneys, and physi , myself, an the insur 
Like most Amei F 


ly none of u 


LIEARING 


+] > t ’ 
iemen of the Senate, oul 
he } < 
iit purpe 
tbundance rf tlunbl scholarly Opin 
4 i 
confident that you 


f undel 


matte! . accord with t 


heduled C! V1 heat 


attempting ascertain what the many milhons 


lel 
cans think about the | nited Nations ar dl, more particu 
the revision of its charter. 


\N INSTRUMENT FOR ESTABLISHING DESIRABLE WORLD CONDITIONS 


I believe that most Americans regard the United Nations as the only 
possible hope for achieving and maintaining peace, security, and pros 
perity on a worldwide basis. I do not believe that most Americans 
are confident that the U. N. ean accomplish this task. But I do 
believe they regard it as the only available instrument for establishing 
conditions throughout the world which all men of good will regard as 


HOt ce siral le. 
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In America we have grown accustomed to getting things ons in a 
hurry. We definitely believe in, and om uccomp rhi ishments give us 
the right to believe in, the old anecdote that “the di ‘ficult’ we do 
immediately: the impossible will take a little longer.” This attitude 
of self-confidence has built us, in less than 2 centuries, into the hap- 
piest, most envied, and most powerful nation in the world. This 
attitude 1s most valuable and we must never lose it. But because 
we are confident that nothing is impossible in America, we must not 
allow ourselves to become Impatient with the rest of the world. We 
must not expect the United Nations to resolve all the complex problems 
of the world in a decade or in even five decades. We would do well 
to remember that even in amazing America it was not until 1918, more 
tham 14 decades after the Declaration of Independence, that the United 
States became generally recognized as the strongest Nation in the 
world. 


U. N.S JOB IS LONG RANG! 


The job which the United Nations has to do is not an overnight 
task. It is detinitely il long range job. We dare hot lose patience 
with the 2 billion people who live inthe Eastern Hemisphere, millions 
cf whom have never known what it was like to have enough to eat 
eveli for l day. America has done and IS doing miu h to relieve the 
hungry and poverty-stricken peoples in every corner of the globe. 
We must continue to do so, not much—but more. The United Na- 
tions provides us with the instrument through which we, with our 


industrial and agricultural genius, can assist less fortunate peoples 


(o get themselves on a self-sutlicient basis. When we have accom 
plished this. we will have laid the cornerstone for world peace and 
prosperity. 


CALLING OF REVISLON CONFERENCE FAVORED 


As to the proposed conference for the revision of the United Nations 
Charter some time next vear, [ am in favor of it. I cannot say that 
Iam very hopeful of much constructive change in the present imper 
fections of the charter, but I firmly believe that the effort should 
made. Mr. Malik, speaking for the Soviet Union, has already an- 
nounced that he is op pos ed to even di scussin @” revision. He contends, 
and quite correctly I think, that the real object is to weaken Russia’s 
position within the United Nations. Certainly it has been the con 
sistent bad behavior of the Soviet Union with its exasperating and 
frustrating use of the veto that has prompted us and the other free 
nations to seek some means of overcoming the obstacles which Russia 
constantly puts in the path of progress within the U.N. 


VETO POWER SILOULD NOT BE ELIMINATED 


I do not think we — l attempt to completely do away with the 
veto power. I do not believe that any of the five nations which en \Joy 
this power would be willing to give it up entirely. Certainly Na- 
tionalist China would not hesitate to use the veto if the U. N. voted to 
recognize Red China, as was suggested in here several times today. 

I am more inclined to agree with the Manchester Guardian edi- 
torial of September 24, 1953, from which I quote: 

42435—54— pt. 5 7 
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The one outstanding action of the United Nations as a guarantor of collec- 
tive security—the resistance of aggression in Korea—was possible only because 
the Soviet delegation happened to be boycotting the Security Council in the 
summer of 1950 * * * so no veto was cast. But the lesson was not lost on the 
great majority of the United Nations members. At the next General Assembly 
they hastened to pass, almost without opposition, proposals to permit the veto 
to be sidestepped. Under the revised system the Security Council remains the 
first arbiter on threats to peace, but after a veto has been cast a simple majority 
of the Council may call an immediate General Assembly. The Assembly can 
then recommend action. The system is far from satisfactory, for it is slow 
and clumsy, and serious anomalies stand in the division of authority between 
Council and Assembly. One object of trying to revise the charter would be to 
improve the system and remove the anomalies. One result, if the revisions are 
effective, would be to weaken Russia’s power of obstruction. To that extent Mr. 
Malik is right. He has his own Government to blame. 

That is the end of the quotation. 

Mr. Chairman, that is all I am prepared to say. 

I want to thank you and the members of the committee in behalf of 
my organization for giving us your attention. 

The Cuarrman. I think you were the former State president of 
the American Federation of Labor? 

Mr. Kirwan. No; president of the American Federation of Teach- 
ers. 

The Cratmrman. Of teachers? 

Mr. Kirwan. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. And you think that you have expressed, in sub- 
stance, their ideas on this subject ¢ 

Mr. Krrwan. Well, I would hesitate to say that, Senator. I have 
had no direct connection with them now for several years. 

The Cuarrman. Well, as a rule they are not a changing lot, are 
they? 

Mr. Kirwan. Well, I have not found them such. 

The Cuarrman. As a matter of fact, I have four children who at 
one time were all engaged in the teaching business; I speak from 
experience. 

Thank you very much, sir. 

Any questions? 

Senator Cooper. No; thank you very much. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Lewis J. Gorin, Jr., Atlantic Union Commit- 
tee, of Louisville. 


STATEMENT OF LOUIS J. GORIN, JR., ATLANTIC UNION COMMITTEE, 
LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. Gortn. Senator Wiley, pane Cooper, Congressman Robsion, 
my name is Lewis Gorin, Jr.; I am assistant to the general sales man- 
ager of the building produc ts division of the Reynolds Metals Co 

I live here in Louisville, and I ami speaking today on behalf of the 
Louisville Chapter of the Atlantic Union Committee. 

We have prepared a statement which, in the interest of time, I shall 
read to you, then I shall welcome any questions. 


SIGNIFICANT REVISION OF CHARTER UNWISE 


It would be unwise to attempt any significant revision or amend- 
ment of the United Nations Charter. Such an attempt, if seriously 
pursued, would destroy the useful function of the United Nations as 


Qn 
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a point of contact, a forum of open debate, for all the governments of 
the world, both the representative and tyrannical. It presently serves 
that purpose. Its universal character should not be destroyed. 


PROVIDING UN WITH POWER TO ENFORCE PEACE UNWISE 


It would be both unrealistic and unwise to provide the United 
Nations with power to enforce peace, as some have proposed. Firstly, 
agreement could not be reached by its present members as to imple- 
mentation of such power and any attempt to effect it could only le ad 
to disagreement and destruction of the organization—although de- 
struction of the United Nations is the fond wish of some, that 
organization does serve a purpose for the cause of freedom as presently 
organized by allowing us continuous contact on the plane of debate 
with the entrenched enemies of freedom. Secondly, assuming that 
the United Nations could be given the power to enforce peace, this 
would be undesirable if freedom is our purpose. Such power would 
necessarily be of a dictatorial character, since only 15 percent of the 
people of the world are self-governing, and the United Nations could 
not, therefore, be constituted with a representative character. 

It is assumed that those who advocate revision or amendment of the 
United Nations Charter do so in the hope that a way may be found 
to effect the purpose of the United Nations as set forth in its charter, 
to wit: Peace and freedom. 


UNION OF FREE NATIONS SUGGESTED 


Since it has been demonstrated over the past 8 years that the 
United Nations cannot accomplish these purposes and since the United 
Nations cannot be made into an organization of functioning repre- 
sentative government without destroying its universal character, it is 
suggested that other means should be pursued to effect the purposes 
of freedom and peace. It is further suggested that a convention be 
brought about of officially designated representatives of a few or 
more of the free nations to formulate and recommend for adoption or 
rejection by popular vote a plan for governmental union of free 
nations. In this way, strength such as union alone can create could 
be provided on the side of freedom to enforce peace and guard indi- 
vidual liberty. Strength provided by this means would be the servant 
of representative government, instead of a Frankenstein force respon- 
sible only to the United Nations, an unrepresentative organization. 

A union of free nations is the best means so far suggested for 
enforcing both peace and freedom, the stated but presently unattain- 
able purposes of the United Nations. 

The foregoing statement speaks only for the undersigned, but we 
believe the statement would be approved in substance by others with 
whom we are associated in the Atlantic Union Committee in Louis- 
ville, Lexington, Danville, Owensboro, and Paducah, Ky., and else- 
where. 

This is signed by Dr. H. S. Warwick, professor of history at the 
University of Louisville; 1 Miss Dorothy P. Walton, of Louisville; Mr. 
L. B. McIntire, C. P. A.. of Louisville: Norman E. Isaacs. managing 
editor of the Louisville Times; Margaret G. McIntire, housewife; 
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Albert E. Loeffler, Jr., a businessman of Louisville; Dr. Caldwell, 
the president of the Saletan Seminary; Dr. Duke K. McCall, 
the er nt of the Southern Baptist Theologie: al Semi nary. 

The CHatrRMan. Thank you very much. 

Any questions, Senator Cooper? 

Senator Coorer. I do not think so. 

The Cirarrman. Thank you, sir. 

Dr. R. A. Warner. professor of government and international af 
fairs, University of Louisville. 


STATEMENT OF ROBERT A. WARNER, PROFESSOR AND CHAIRMAN, 
DIVISION OF SOCIAL SCIENCES, COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES, 
UNIVERSITY OF LOUISVILLE, LOUISVILLE, KY. 


Mr. Warner. My name is Robert Warner, and I am a professor at 
the University of Louisville, and actually the views expressed are 
mine and of miyself, 

As a teacher of international relations and a student of his tory and 
international diplomacy and organization, I approach tne subject 
of proposals for amendment of existing international peace and se- 
curity organizations with modesty and trepidation ts with high 
concernh, 

I am aware of the many views, minority but substantial, which 
diverge from the police ies for peace and security represented by the 
U. N. and its affihated agencies, and I am aware of the frustrating 
experience of the years of their attempted use. I am, however, in 
agreement with the purposes, the principles, and the wisdom of these 
policies and these organizations in the situation of the nations and 
peoples of the world. 

My approach has been limited, practical, and realistic, and to that 
end I have listed a number of facts and issues which are on the paper 
hefore you. | could read those comp lete, if vou wish, or I could 
skip over to the cone lusions whic h I dr: aw from those facts and | Issues. 

Phe CuatrMan. We will insert as much of your statement as you 
want 1n a record, and if you will 20 to the conclusions, we will ap 
pre inte it. ‘Time is flying. 


SUBSTANTIAL REVISION NOW APT TO WEAKEN OR DESTROY U. N. 


Mr. Warner. All right, sir. 

In my opinion, the conclusion is inescapable that any revision 
retaining the basic principles of the U.N. approach to world peace 
and security are sanbiainalie at this time. To make any comment 
on political issues and matters affecting this situation would take me 
beyond the subject of this hearing. 

I believe we should approach the 10th Assembly and any forthcom- 
ing conference for review of the charter with the realization firmly in 
mind that any substantial revision at the present time is likely to 
weaken or destroy the U. N. system as originally conceived. 

On the other hand, both at the Assembly and at such a conference 
a sincere support of these principles by members, including the United 
States, is likely to have a beneficial effect upon world understanding 
of the true friends and enemies of peace, security, and the freedom 
and welfare of all peoples. 
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VIEWS ON U. N. AND RELEVANT POLICIES 


Il am, however, in agreement: 

That for the atomic and air age, the present international organ- 
ization and policies being followed by the nations of the world are 
wholly inadequate for peace and security; 

That the present organization of the U. N. and the specialized 
agencies are basic and should be expected eventually to be modified 
and revised into an adequate organization ; 

That continual serious consideration and studs Spee | be devoted 
e our purposes and obligations as a member and to the policies to 
be — within and supplementary to our men th rship: 

That the approaching General Assembly in 1955 is an appro- 
pr ee time for a more c ompre s+hensive review of the developments and 
our policies in relation to our commitments in regard to international 
peace and security ; 

That the American people, as all other peop les of the world, 
should become increasingly informed and aware of the purposes and 
responsibilities of world organization and the policies essential for 
world peace and security; and 

That the open hearings conducted by this subcommittee are 
highly commendable to that end. 


CRITICISMS OF U. N. DUE TO LACK OF INFORMATION AND EXPERIENCE 


| further believe that the American people are morally and perma- 
nently resolved in faith and hope to the purposes and principles of the 
U. N. and that the eriticisms are due to the lack of information and 
ee in world polities and with the machinery for its operation 
provided | V the U. N., the specialized agencies, and international 
diplomacy. Primarily the criticisms are engendered by prejudices 
and fears due to the critical state of affairs in the world, a situation 
we must expect for a long time to continue. 


RESULTS OF COLLEGE POLI 


A college poll, undertaken with a view to this hear Ing by a class in 
our college of arts and sciences showed a strong majority believing 


in the U. N. as a success, most “as a saan for discussing world prob- 
lems,” next “in relieving the ravages of World War II.” next “in 
assisting world concentration,” next “in pretreating the cold war 
becoming world war ITI,” next “in suppressing successful aggression 
in Korea,” and least, but still a majority, “in providine for our 
security.” 

Faced by the general question “Do you think the U. N. has we 
a success, failure, neither?” the largest number chose “neit] but 
nearly double the number believed it a success rather than a “fhilern 
Furthermore 40 times as many answered “No” as answered “Yes” to 
the question “Should the United States withdraw from the U. N.?” 
The vote was 3 to 2 against the abolition of the veto and nearly 5 times 


as many said they would be “alarmed” as said they would be “re- 
lieved” “if Russia should withdraw.” Four times as many thought 
“a conference to review the charter should be held at this time.” I 


believe this a typical evidence of support of ¢ he U. N. and interest in 
its study and improvement by the oncoming generation. 
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I include in the papers submitted a tabulation of the poll which is 
appended, an d I have also appended as an individual testimony of 
the national faith of our young people in the U. N. ap pron. I 
append an unedited answer just received to an examination ques stion 
“Is the U. N. more important as a practical plan or as an idea? 

I think you will find it a moving declaration of faith in the U. N 
and a realization of the problems and of the length of time necessary 
to achieve a successful and a viable plan in this area, 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, si 


Any questions ¢ 


RESULTS FROM A GENERAL REVIEW CONFERENCI 


Senator Coorer. I would just like to say that [ think the doctor 
here has submitted a very er yrehensive analysis of the history of 
the U. N., polnting to the issues which have developed out of its 
history and the basic agreement upon many of those issues. I think 
it isa very worthwhile document. 

I would like to ask him 1 or 2 questions. Doctor, today it has been 
said several times that if a conference should be called, there is not 
much hope that any action would be taken, but that, to the contrary, 
it would provide a forum in which the aims of the United States 
might be attacked, and that it might be dangerous to the U. N. 

That seems to imply that there is not hope or much value in the 
statements of the United States and other free nations. 

Do you take the position that the U. N. serves just as a good vehicle 
for Soviet propag: inda, and that we are entire ly he Ip less in that field ? 

Mr. Warner. No, I do not. I think there h: ive been occasions in 
which, harassed by the complications, aroused, as al] men must be. by 
the critical issues, that the halls of the U. N. have been used for that 
sort of word battle. 

On the whole, and by and large, however, I believe that the interests 
ind policies and purposes of the United States in the U. N. will reveal 
themselve through our representatives to such a conference, and that 
the advantage would redound to our side, and I do not view it with 
alarm or fear. 

Senator Coorer. You subscribe to the idea that a world judgment 
expre ssed in these meetings, even though it may not be accepted, has 
value? 

Mr. Warner. If this world judgment flew in the face of a minority 
determination which would veto any action, I am not sure that its 
effect would be beneficial. It would depend on what policies were 
thereafter followed. 

I think that the risk of war at the present time is, of course, due to 
the basic alinement of the world into 2 camps, 2 armed camps, and 
that that is of the most crucial character at the present time, and that 
if the world support for the perfectly valid American position resulted 
in inadvisable acts, that split might be made irrevocable, and the U. N. 
in its original plan, as a universal and practical world organization, 
might be destroyed. 

Senator Coorrr. I do not think I was specific enough. My point is 
this: Suppose a void ‘rence is held, and no agreement is reached on any 
change. Of course, Russia could veto any decision made. But if in 
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that conference the United States and other nations of like purposes 
should make it clear what their purposes were, that they were for 
peace, always with justice, not just peace, and there was that kind 
of a judgment taken by a majority of the members, which did not 
become effective because of a Russian veto, do you think that that kind 
of an expression of world judgment would be valuable ? 

Mr. Warner. Yes, I certainly do. 

Senator Cooper. For the position to which we adhere ? 

Mr. Warner. Yes, it would be very valuable. 

Senator Cooper. That is all I want to ask. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Doctor. 


(The prepared statement of Mr. Warner follows :) 


STATEMENT OF Ropert A. WARNER, PROFESSOR AND CHAIRMAN OF THE DIVISION 
OF SocrAL SCIENCES, COLLEGE OF ARTS AND SCIENCES, UNIVERSITY OF LOUIS 
VILLI 


As a teacher of international relations and a student of history and inter- 
national diplomacy and organization, I approach the subject of proposals for 
amendment of existing international peace and security organizations with 
modesty and trepidation but with high concern. I am aware of the many views, 
minority but substantial, which diverge from the policies for peace and security 
represented by the U. N. and its affiliated agencies and I am aware of the 
frustrating experience of the years of their attempted use I am, however, in 
agreement with the purposes, the principles and the wisdom of these policies and 
these organizations in the situation of the nations and peoples of the world. 

In formulating my opinion of present proposals to amend or revise these poli- 
cies and organizations, I have considered principally the following facts and 


issues: 
FACTS 


1. The U. N. was the product of the wartime alliance against aggression, im 
perialism, and fascism and promoted throughout by the United States 

2. The U.N. is the establishment of a general and, so far as possible, universal 
security system based upon the principle of sovereign equality of all peace-loving 
states and upon recognition of the predominant responsibility of the great powers 
in matters relating to peace and security 

3. The intransigence, at the least, and the apparently imperialistie policies of 
the Communist states has strained the U. N. and resulted in 

(a) The blocking of action in the Security Council by the unanimity rule and 
the use of the Assembly instead 

(b) The exclusion (by deadlock) of a score of nations seeking membership. 
(The protest abstention from the Council by the U. S. S. R. against the National- 
ist government instead of the Communist government representing China re- 
sulted in prompt action by the Council in Korea, and then the hurried return 
of the U. S. S. R. to the Council.) 

(c) The use of the floor and councils of the U. N. for recrimination, castiga- 
tion and maneuver in a propaganda war. 

(d) Increased reliance upon political and military alliance for our security. 

4. Any alteration of the present charter recommended by a conference would 
take effect only when ratified by two-thirds of the U. N. members including all 
the permament members of the Security Council (China, France, Great Britain, 
United States of America, U. 8S. S. R.). 





ISSUES 


1. Is a better charter possible in the state of world politics, especially the 
political situation in the United States and the U. S. S. R.? 

2. Could a conference at this time seriously and cooperatively review and im- 
prove the wording of the charter? 

3. Would a clearer and explicit definition of aggression by the charter be 
possible? 

4. If a conference produced a better charter despite the Communists, and 
Russia vetoed its adoption, should we leave the U. N. and set up the new organi- 
zation? 
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5. Is an effort to revise the charter at this time wise? (I. e., would we, by a 
showdown with Russia, try to obtain a better charter with or without Com- 
munist participation?) 

6. What would be the effect on American public opinion of a conference and 
the public airing of the needs and weakness of the charter‘ 

7. Would a conference for revision redound to the advantage of the free world? 
A “propaganda” advantage? 


S. What would be the effect on our allies of an American policy of pushing 
for revisio For what revisions ? 

%. What would be the effect on the neutrals and upon t satellite nations? 

lo. W ad it advisable to loose and weaken the charter, if strengthening 

imp ‘ 

In 1 ( the conclusion is inescapable that any re ons retaining the 
basic p f the U. N. approach to world peace and security are unobtain 
ible ‘ ro make any comment on political issues and matters atfecting 
t] uld take me beyond the subject of this hearing I believe we 
SD a appr ch the 10th Assembly and at forthcoming conference for review 
of the charter with the realization firmly in mind that any substantial revision 

the ( e is likely to weaken or destroy the U. N. system as originally 
cones d On the other hand, both at the Assembly nd at such a conference 

sincere Ipport of those principles b members, including the United States, is 
ely to have a beneficial effect upon world understandil of the true friends 
! ce, security, and the freedom and welfare of all peoples 

I al however, in agreement that 

1. For the atomie and air age, tl present international organization and 
policies being followed by the nations of the world are wholly inadequate for 
pence Mi secu T\ 

~. The present organization of the U. N. and the specialized agencies are basic 

nd should be expected eventually to be modified and revised into an adequate 
1 if} 
Continual serious consideration and study should be devoted to our purposes 
tio . member and to the policies to be adopted within and supple- 
bersh p 


t. “Phe rouching General Assembly in 1955 is an appropriate time for a more 


rehensive review of the developments and our policies in relation to our 








t nts in regard to international peace and security 
he A rican people, as all other peoples of the world, should become in 
nely infor d and aware of the purposes and responsibilities of world 
( I ition and e policies essential for world peace and security ; and 
hie ( t } ngs conducted by this subcoi inittee are highly commendable 
I er believe that the American people are morally and permanently 
re ‘ f ind hope to the purposes and principles of the U. N. and that 
( ie to the lack of information and experience in world polities 
inery for its operation provided by the U. N., the specialized 
ernational diplomacy Primarily the criticisms are engendered 
‘ d fears due to the critical state of affairs in the world, a situa 
ve t expect for a long time to continue 
\ ‘ ndertaken with a view to this hearing by a class in our college 
of nd sciences showed a strong majority believing in the U. N. as a snecess ; 
for discussing world problems”: next “in relieving the ravages 
f W dW II next “in assisting world cooperation next in “preventing 
the cold ir be ming world war IIT’ next “in suppressing successful aggres 
Kore nd least, but still a majority in providing for our security.’ 
| lb he general question “Do you think the I N. has been a success, 
f e, 1 her the largest number chose “neither,” but nearly double the 
! ( elieved it a success rather than a failure Furthermore 40 times as 
ered “No” as answered “Yes” to the question “Should the United 
Sta ithdraw from the U. N.?” The vote was 8 to 2 against the abolition of 
the nd nearly 5 times as many said they would be “alarmed” as said they 
d be ed” “if Russia should withdraw.” Four times as many thought 
Lr conte ce to review the charter should be held at this time.” I believe this a 
typical evid e of support of the I N. and interest in its study and improve- 
ment b e oncoming generation (A tabulation of the poll is appended.) 
\s individual testimony of the rational faith of our young people in the 
U. N. approach I append an unedited answer just received to an examination 


question “Is the U. N. more important as a practical plan or as an idea?” 





REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 965 


“It must be apparent to the thoughtful observer that the ideal of the U. N. 
is not only more important but is in fact the ultimate reality and practicability. 

“For centuries the practical plans to form a world community or secure peace, 
ete., have failed completely They aren’t practical but illusory The ideology 
of the U. N. is simply that people in the world today are very different one from 
another. They don’t like the same things, don’t know about the same things, 
don’t want the same things. They all want one thing, however: peace and 
security. 


“The best way to seek a way to maintain peace: The ideology of the United 
States doesn’t require that everyone think and act alike, only that they be 
‘haritable and understanding about how others do Chis is the main difference 
hetween the ideology of the I N. and that of world communism Che Com 
munist says that there is only one type of government, and that it is good for 
everybody. It believes its security threatened unless everyone thinks alike 
and if they don’t they must be removed Che Communist says, ‘I have a plan 
to bring about the millenium but everybody must conform to achieve it.’ The 
nationalist says, ‘I don’t have a plan and I don’t care if anyone outside 


own country has one or not Whatever was done, is being done, or ill be 
done by my country in the pursuit of its self-interest is always right.” The 
I N. approach is more of a combination of these, with voluntary overtones. 
It says, ‘We have a plan, a very basic plan. It doesn't require conformity except 
to the extent of wanting peace and being willing to work for it... The emphasis 





here is not on conformity but modificatior Che colonial power must or should 
modify its attitude to its non-self-governing people The nationalistic power 
inust curb its appetite for territory and glory and conquest. The theocratic 
state must modify its attempts to save the world The Communist state must 
modify its aims to destroy an alien economic method and the republican form 
of government 

‘There are two types of nationalism One, supernationali is incompatible 
with a world outlook In the first place, it has neither respect for nor con- 
fidence in any other country [It is selfish and hardened to the plight of people 
as individuals and thinks of them as nationals. It can’t cooperate because it 
uses cooperation as a base upon which to augment self-interest World com- 
munism as a pure ideal would be harmful but Soviet nationalistic communism 


is even worse because it includes the worst factors of each of these two 
ideologies. 
“Most Americans, I believe, embrace the second type of nationalis Its 


concepts are based on pride in the history and tradition of a nation, trust in 


its present leaders, confidence in its form of government as being the best for 
that people at that time in their political development it doesn’t preclude an 
appreciation of other nations 

“The American point of view is that all people want to live at peace with 
their neighbors, and that the ideals expressed in the charter are feasible, but 
before they can be completely achieved disparities between nations and peoples 


must be equalized. This means that the underdeveloped country must be aided 
by the developed and this not for exploitation but real help That the unedu- 
cated must have learning, the ragged clothed, the hungry fed, the sick made 
well This is no idle dream; it is within the realm of possibility All it takes 
is money and men The U. N. now can supply the administrative force, the 
underdeveloped nations the manpower, and the wealthy nations the money. To 
the anguished cry of the wealthy nation the U. N. would reply that this function 


is complementary to the incoming of lasting peace and that a reduction in 
defense spending would leave enough money available for the most grandiose 
schemes, not to speak of practical humanitarian ideas 

“But this machine is slow to put into operation All the parts must function, 
and to get them to do so requires that they learn to give and take, to risk, to 
compromise, and trust each other. The ideal of the American is that this 
functioning will become progressively easier over a period of time, if the machine 
doesn’t break down first If the U. N. is the machine, then the American thinks 
of NATO and other regional arrangements coupled with the atomic bomb as 
the baling wire that is holding it together temporarily 

“The ideal of the U. N. looks to a diminution of this ‘baling wire’ because it is 
the practical plan of the U. N. and that part of it which is most susceptible to 
failure 

“As yet we tend to think of the nonpolitical aspects of the U. N., such as 
the ECOSOC, UNICEF, and the specialized agencies as the practical features 
and the political aspects as the ideal. We depend less and less on the General 
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Assembly and Security Council to secure peace for us and more and more on 
military power and concerted defense effort with nations like ourselves.” 


Results of polls 
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The Cuarrman. Mr. Glenn A. McLain, Richmond, Ky., director of 
eastern Kentucky center of international relations. 


STATEMENT OF GLENN A. McLAIN, DIRECTOR, EASTERN KENTUCKY 
CENTER OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS, RICHMOND, KY. 


Mr. McLain. Mr. Chairman, I speak today for myself and also for 
the center of international relations at Eastern Kentucky State Col 
lege, at R chmond, Ky. I have a very brief statement here. ] know 


time aimost up, so I shall read it. 
SPECIALIZED AGENCIES 


W en the United Nations Charter became effective on Oh tober 24, 
1945, various specialized agencies were provided for to handle inter 
national problems in the economic, social, cultural, educational, health, 
and related fields. The charter specifically provided for the creation 
of these agencies which have been brought into relationship with the 
United Nations in accordance with article 63. Eleven agencies are at 
present operating autonomously under the technical aegis of the 
United Nations. 

The general opinion held by most Americans in regard to these 
agencies is that the Secretariat exercises control in matters of policy. 
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Under articles 17, 57, 58, 59, 62, 63, 64, 66, 70, 91, and 96 there is a 
definite but limited relationship between the agencies and the Sec- 
retariat. 

Occasional publicity emanating from the specialized agencies has 
resulted in unfavorable public opeinen in America. In the view of 
American Ambassador Henr y Cabot Lodge, Jr., the inde pe ndence of 
the specialized agencies, and the lack of jurisdiction exercised by the 
Secretariat results in ill-advised publicity and inefficiency in opera- 
tions of the United Nations vdianulekeliias A particular case in 
example is the work of the United Nations Educational, Social, and 
Cultural Organization. 


UNESCO 


UNESCO has perhaps aroused more critical comment in America 
than any of the other 1] specialized agencies. The high principles 
and even altruism present in the Constitution of UNESCO demands 
a certain type of understanding on the part of people everywhere. 
This type of idealism can best be understood by reviewing just a few 
of be princl ples which underlie the Constitution of UNESCO. 

The raising of educational standards. 

». Improving the literacy of people in backward areas. 
3, Developing closer relations among peoples through films, radio, 
press, books, and the exchange of persons. 

t. Educational reconstruction in countries devastated by war. 

5. A study in tensions and pre judi ces that separ ite peop le. 

It is rather obvious that any organization having - its field of 
operations the wide range of activ ity prescribed by he UNESCO 
charter will find determined opposition on general prine pra by num 
bers of people in the world. Any agency which attempts to advise 
in every type of informal media has a public relations job to do con- 
cerning its activities. UNESCO has not always been able to get its 
message across to t] e peoples of the Wwol rid. C onsequel tly. many peo- 
ple in the United States and throughout the world have misunder- 
stood the activities of UNESCO and other specialized agencies 
engaged in similar educative efforts in other fields. If these problems 
were not difficult enough for the specialized agen ies, let us consider 
the authority of the Ambassadors to the U. N. and their relationship 
tothe agencies. A hypothetical example will illustrate this particular 
issue. 

UNESCO has developed a rather comprehensive system of pub- 
lications to be distributed to publie schools in America and through- 
out the world. When pamphlets are sent out, various groups have 
been known to complain about the “one world slant” “atheistic ideas 
on education” and many other misinformed statements which are 
often taken from U. N. bulletins or pamphlets. The usual reaction 
in America to such slanted information concerning UNESCO is for— 

The local group (Veterans Club, or other) to issue statements 
to the press which are often fallacious because of the lack of knowl- 
edge concerning the objectives of UN SCO. 

2. Citizens write to their Senator or Congressman who in turn con- 
tact the official representative of the United States. the American 
Ambassador to the United Nations. 
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h the American Ambassador to the United Nations is not 
responsible to an electorate, he wishes to do his represent: itive best 
to help develop understanding in America concerning the problems 
and activities of the United Nations. If he goes to the secretary 
General, he is not even allowed to discuss the relationships of the 
specialized agencies to the United Nations. The secretary General 
cal Oo} ly consult with the specialized agency, and his advice does not 
have any force in any respect. His authority is as limited as the 
authority of any speci: al Ambassador to the United Nations. 

K urthe rmore, to complicate matters, if more than one specialized 
agency is involved in any discussion, individual contacts must be made 


Althous 


le 


with each of the agencies involved, None of the member nations of 

the United Nations have the staff to engage in such duplicative admin 

istrative procedure. It should therefore be obvious that simplifie ation 
1 


of administrative procedures should be of benefit to each member 
nation of the United Nations. 


SECRETARY GENERAL SHOULD BE GIVEN CERTAIN CONTROL OVER 
SPECIALIZED AGENCIES 


lo further these objectives the following recommendations would 
seem to help achieve more administrative efficiency, better public rela 
tions, and a greater spirit of unity in the functional organization of 
United Nations’ relations. 

Through appropriate amendments or through existing charter 
provisions, prov ide for the exercise of jul isdiction by the secretary 
General over the budge ‘ts and the vene ba operational procedures of 
the various specialized agencies. 

2. By appropriate delegation of authority, grant the privilege to 
all United Nations Ambassadors of consulting with the Secretary 
General con erning the activities of the specialized agencies, 


WORK OF SPECIALIZED AGENCIES SHOULD BE PUBLICIZED TO WORLD 


A further step of great importan e is to publicize the multipurpose 
activities of the spec lalized agencies To all peop ae of the worl l. The 
work of these agencies has already contributed many useful and val 
uable services to the overall operations of the United Nations. If 
the proper delegation of authority is authorized through charter revi- 
sion or through imp ementation of existing provisions, the work of 
the U. N. will continue to progress. All Americans and all citizens of 
the world are sincerely interested in these objectives whatever the 
dissenting opinions regarding methods in achieving results to develop 
peace and international enlightenment. 

The CrarrMan. Thank you very much, sir. 

Well, friends, the hour has come when we will have to recess this 
meeting. Before I do so, however, I want to ask Senator Cooper to 
sav a few words, and also vour Congressman to sav a few words, and 
I will close with a few words. Senator Cooper? 


CLOSING REMARKS OF SENATOR COOPER 


Senator Cooper. Mr. Chairman, and all of vou who have attended 
these hearings, first, I outa like to say that I am very, very happy 
that a hearing of this special committee of the Senate Committee on 





REVIEW OF THE UNITED NATIONS CHARTER 269 


Foreign Relations has been held here in Louisville to receive recom 
mendations respecting the review of the United Nations Charter. 

I have accepted the suggestion made by someone that the charter 
itself says “review” and not “revision.” 

I think that from the wide variety of suggestions that have been 


made today, and from the number of organizations, is shown an indi 
cation of the real interest that this community and this State has in 
this problem. And, as I stated at the very outset, those who have 


offered their suggestions, either personally or for their organizations, 
must go away from here today knowing that they are ee par- 
ticipating in the suggestions that will be made by the Senate, by this 
committee, to the executive branch of the Government. 

I think this hearing also has shown so evidently and clearly the 
deep interest of our people in Kentucky, as, in truth, all of the people 
in the United States, in finding some better method of averting war, 
because, as the one witness here today who spoke on behalf of that 
group of young men who must always go to war, said, it was of great 
concern in their hearts. 

Before I close, I would like to say also that [am deeply grateful to 
the chairman for coming here, and to our colleague, Senator Gillette. 


1 have served on a committee with the chairman. Because of his 
character, se ys gece and broad vision, and. I think, the good 
humor that all of us have seen here today, I have really learned to 


respect him greatly sha to have a deep affection for ‘hog 

He has been one of my idols, and my ideals in the Senate, and I am 
awfully glad that he could come here. Too, I felt very, very honored 
that Senator Gillette could come and meet with us. as could my col 
league, John Robsion. 


| Applause. | 
REMARKS OF REPRESENTATIVE ROBSION 


Mr. Rosston. Mr. Chairman, I think Louisville and Kentucky have 
been particularly honored that this city was selected as one of the very 
few in the United States for the great Senate Committee on Foreign 
Relations in which they felt the citizenry had something to offer to 
the sum total knowledge of the committee. 

We are indebted to Dr. Vinsel and Dr. Davidson and others who 
have worked to make this program a success. We are very happy to 
have you, and we appreciate your coming. 


COSTS OF UNITED STATES PARTICIPATION IN U.N. 


I want to make one observation about the costs to the United Nations 
which have been re eon to. The costs of the United States’ partici- 
pation in the United Nations amount to the amount that it costs to 
clean the streets of New York City 1 year, which is not so much. 

It has been estimated that the visitors and the delegates atte nding 
the United Nations spend more money with the American storekeepers 
than we expend to have the U nited Nations in the United States, 
so the costs of the United Nations to this country are very little in 
comparison to other factors, and I do not think it makes too much 
difference about the cost, because it is more than made up in other 
ways. 

Thank you so much for coming to Louisville. 


| Applause. ] 
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The CHatrrmMan. Well, ladies and gentlemen of Louisville and the 
surrounding territory, we came, and you conquered us with your 
eraciousness and your hospitality. 

We came, as Wwe said, not to instruct but to be instructed. We realize 
that here in America, and, oh, what a wonderful thing it is, we can 
differ in our religious concepts, in our political concepts, in our eco- 
nomic concepts, and still be friends. 

Of course, the question of what the United Nations can perform is 
one of the great problems of the future. Here in this land Abraham 
Lincoln was born, he livea in this State, and I must say that his life 
has influenced mine a oreat deal. I remember on another occasion 
when we had a meeting of the United Nations subcommittee in Ohio, 
I was asked to speak to a high school group; I do not know how many 
hundred students were there. I could not help but think then of 
how we say that men’s thinking affect their lives. 

Now, Lincoln had, as I have said before, three great principles. 
One was he developed a sense of humor. I know that when his Cabi- 
net meetings were held, the Cabinet members sat around the table 

ike this, and defeat came, defeat from the West and the South. The 

folks who sat around the table were all men with college degrees, all 
but Lincoln, and they had fear in their hearts and their muscles were 
rigid, and he knew that they were no good to him or their country in 
that condition, so what did he do? He told a story. Where did he 
learn that oe to get men to relax so the y could do their best 
work ? Not out of books, but out of life, out of the college of ad- 
versity. 

_ hen he had another oreat principle—he believed in prayer. He 
said, “When I have no other place to go, I go to my knees.” Your 
President, President Eisenhower, opens every Cabinet meeting with 
silent prayer. 

Today, we hear a lot about the challenging age in which we live. 
We know that of ourselves we are inadequate, but we know that there 
is One who is adequate, and if we can tune in like Lincoln did, we 
will find the answers. You and I had better do a little of that tuning 
in because America needs you. 

Then Lincoln had a third great avenue. Here in the land where 
you have monuments to the Confederate troops and to the Union 
troops, as you know, Lincoln had a selfless devotion to a great cause, 
and that cause was the Republic, so much so that whe n Horace Greeley 
of the New York Tribune said, “Let the South go,” he said, “No.” 

Why? We could have been another Europe if we had followed 
that advice. We could have been 48 nations cutting each other’s 
throats. But on bended knee Lincoln said, “No,” and so we are one 
people again, and today, as we face the future, searching for the 
answers as he did when the Nation was divided, let us go forward 
with faith, with a belief that the way will be shown, and it is a critical 
hour. 

So, my friends, I want to take this opportunity to extend my ap- 
prec iation to you, the people of Louisville. Of course, all of us here 
do not find ourselves in complete agreement, but we all respect the 
rights, as I have said, of the other fellow. 
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In that connection, let me say that some people have said that the 
members of the subcommittee are going hed the country getting 
views about world government; others say that the committee is too 
conservative in its approach. 

I want to make it perfectly clear that the members of the subcom- 
mittee are here mainly seeking your views, as I have said many times. 
We have no preconceived notions as to what will be our recommenda- 
tions, what the conclusions will be upon the facts as we get them. 

We have nothing to sell; we are after information. We think we 
got some here today. 

I sincerely hope that this meeting has encouraged a greater interest 
in your Government, in its preservation, in the problem of charter 
review, and I hope that the people of Kentucky will continue the im- 
portant task of exploring the issues involved. 

I am reminded of the fact that Columbus, after sailing days and 
weeks, and when the crew was discouraged and even mutinied, said, 
“Sail on.” If Columbus had not done it, you and I might not have 
been here. 

Sailon. Soitisa question of sail on, oh, ship of state. 

And, friends of Kentucky, let us join together and see that the ship 
of state sails over the troubled waters. 

Thank you very much. 

(Applause. ) 


(Whereupon, upon at 4:50 p. m., the committee adjourned.) 





